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fully the history certain doctrines among the New Eng- 
land 

Histories Doctrine are now generally confessed 
hold important place both the general culture 
the theologian, and the material from which, his 
more careful studies, has draw his system divine 
truth. now seen that the Christian system has his- 
tory. was not built once, any one 
man. grew slow accessions through many centuries, 
the cathedral grows. And the conclusion easy 
that many have already made it, and said that Christian 
truth will never attained except this same process. 
Whoever tears himself loose from his historical antece- 
dents, and endeavors build anew from the foundations, 
will predestined certain failure. 

its broadest statement not accept this view. 
But itis evident the most superficial examination, that 
are all formed largely our antecedents, and are thus 
entangled, whether will not, the meshes the 
net history. cannot tear ourselves loose from 
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entirely, and may well submit cordially the 
inevitable, and see whether cannot draw profit from 
our situation. 

New England Congregationalists may, think, con- 
gratulate themselves the character the theological 
history that lies behind them. When earnest men have 
been seriously engaged the investigation great truths 
long series years, exceedingly improbable 
that their successors will not find many valuable results 
permanent worth the product such labors. 
neglect them, would invite failure further pursuit 
truth. would run the risk laboriously redis- 
covering things already made perfectly plain, even 
suffering defeat some point near which the fathers had 
erected impregnable fortress. But the studies 
our fathers were prolonged, deep, and earnest. There are 
certain doctrines theology upon which they labored 
the closest sympathy with, and dependence one another 
foracentury. Their ignored with safety. 
They were great men. Not great, must admit, mere 
erudition, for they were far from libraries, and thrown 
upon the resources their own minds; but these minds 
were powerful, and well-trained. They lacked many 
the tools which the modern scholar regards indispens- 
able his task; but they were not weighed down with 
the impediments which his very advantages cast around 
him. They concentrated their attention very largely upon 
one great theme, that Anthropology. within 
bounds say that had never received concentrated 
and careful study from any set men from the days 
Augustine down. They arrived results which are al- 
ready, and will be, believe, more and more, esteemed 
great contribution the Theology the Church. 
They have sometimes been accused being provincial.’ 
But they had behind them the theology Westminster, 
which they had early been trained. They had around 
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them the best minds all America and Calvinistic 
Europe. They were surrounded and oppressed the 
same great problem religious deadness that perplexed 
the whole Protestant world the seventeenth and eight- 
eenth centuries. warm sympathy with their Westmin- 
ster training, and constant conference with their friends,* 
they attacked their task. Earlier more than fifty years 
than Schleiermacher and Germany, they over- 
came America the results dead orthodoxy, and per- 
formed their work vastly better than he. Their revivals, 
and those their successors, who were trained them, 
and who confessedly owed their power the peculiar doc- 
trines their teachers, created the missionary, revival 
church which we, their children, enjoy. lived 
New England they are not, therefore, provincial. Augus- 
tine lived Africa, Calvin Geneva, and Schleiermacher 
Brandenburg. The methods, the spirit, and the tangi- 
ble results the labors the New England divines raise 
them above any such charge provincialism. And 
think that the ultimate acceptance their speculations 
least likely help this that the three great 
divines just mentioned. 

has often been emphasized late that need liv- 
ing theology. merely traditional faith, petrified and en- 
crusted the lapse time, longer touching the 
heart any believer, because having single rootlet 
drawing life from real experience, indeed useless en- 
cumbrance, when not positive bar progress. The 
theology our fathers was not such one. They took 
nothing upon human authority alone. They proved all 
things and held fast that which was true. And with many 
disadvantages the technical form which they were 


correspondence Edwards with Scotch clergymen well known. 
the Advertisement” the Treatise Original Sin read: Several 
Professors Divinity the Dutch Universities very lately sent him 
their thanks for the assistance had given them their enquiry into 
some controverted points having carried his own further than any author 
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able prosecute and finish their work, they had many 
great advantages the line the topic under considera- 
tion for investigating presenting theological truth. 
They touched the life their age very many points. 
They were pastors, acquainted with men, and working 
always under the sense the real wants and actual con- 
dition living men and women whom they 
sonally help. Thus their theology was wrought out, 
and manifestly possessed great abundance the ele- 
ments life. Contact with life begets life. can per- 
haps better way gain living apprehension the 
theology they handed down us, and make our theology 
alive, than watching its original genesis. While, 
turn away from with may find 
our sorrow that the material have brought 
eign shores for the rising structure our regenerated and 
living theology is, after all, untempered mortar. 

One element, least, can gain from the study the 
theology Edwards and his followers. They were men 
mighty spiritual earnestness. They seemed see the 
truth direct intuition, and they spoke the peril 
lost men, was because they realized with exceeding 
vividness. The consistency their systems each with 
itself marvel, but springs from this characteristic. 
Their unflinching belief their faithfulness preach- 
ing upon hard and unpopular doctrines was because the 
same trait. Here have only learn, 
scarcely venture criticise them, indeed believe 
there such thing systematic truth. 

begin these studies with the topic Eschatology 
for variety reasons. might first sight seem pref- 
erable begin with those departments Theology where 
the New England divines have laid out their full strength, 


expressions obsolescent” and moribund frequently applied 
certain quarters New England Theology, notably the Andover Re- 
view, are pain and grief every loyal son New England. But they 
are unscientific they are unfilial. 
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and done their best work. But our choice may justi- 
fied. the topic present exciting the 
most attention the theological world, and here the ut- 
the fathers will read many circles with 
the greatest interest. Our early divines, again, preached 
and wrote upon this topic with unusual earnestness and 
frequency, and passed through one prolonged controversy 
over it. one element attractiveness want- 
ing for the more superficial reader. There will very 
novel conclusions arrived at, and decided departure 
from the orthodoxy that day. Yet pro- 
vocative thought will found; many attempts the 
solution difficulties still felt; and some suggestive antic- 
ipations and refutations speculations and argumentations 
the recent past. 

any rate, having recently gone through the matter 
again, the writer feels confident that the labor has not 
proved empty fruitless one, and respectfully begs the 
attention the thoughtful reader, trusting that the his- 
tory itself will vindicate its claims heard. 


Generally speaking, the New England doctrine the 
fate the wicked may defined the Westminster 
Confession upon which historically the theological think- 
ing these fathers rests. compress the language 
the confession into the following statement: souls 
men after death pass immediately into state reward 
punishment, the souls the wicked being cast into hell, 
where they remain reserved the judgment the great 
day, when they shall receive according what they have 
done the body, shall cast into eternal torments, and 
punished with everlasting destruction from 
ence the 

shall begin with the great leader this school 
thought, 


Confession adopted Boston, May 12, 1680, does not vary here 
from the Westminster. See Mather’s Magnalia, Hartford edit., 1820, vol. 
178 
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Edwards, though great theologian, was first all 
great preacher and pastor. must commence our study 
him, therefore, from the practical side, and consider 


His Practical Point View. 


This arose both from his personal character, and the 
circumstances which was placed. Edwards was pre- 
eminently holy man. had very vivid realization 
the wickedness sin. His own heart looked him, 
says, “like abyss, infinitely deeper than hell.” “And 
appears me,” continues, “that were not for free 
grace, exalted and raised the infinite height all 
the fullness and glory the great Jehovah, and 
his power and grace stretched forth all the majesty 
his power, and all the glory his sovereignty, should 
appear sunk down sins below hell itself; far beyond 
the sight everything Lut the eye sovereign grace that 
can pierce even down such depth. yet seems 
that conviction sin exceeding small and 

His circumstances intensified these feelings. The state 
religion Northampton when was installed pastor 
1827 was very low. saw sin work among his 
people, and his heart and mind were both busy provide 
and apply remedy. contemplated their prospective 
fearful fate with great anguish spirit. preached 
unto them faithfully and with the poetic vividness 
Dante. And the result was great revival, which 
spread far and wide. 

the greater importance for pause over this 
topic, that this same Dante-like poetic and imaginative lit- 
eralness Edwards’ preaching has been made the ground 
charges against him which the vocabulary vitup- 


has been well-nigh exhausted. did not preach 
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Future Punishment exclusively, even chiefly. The 
Sermons” preached the first revival, 
lished 1738 are entitled: Justification Faith alone, 
treatise rather than sermon); Pressing into the King- 
dom God; Ruth’s Resolution; The Justice God 
inthe Damnation Sinners; and The Excellency Jesus 
Christ ;—certainly wide range and well-proportioned 
selection subjects. When did preach this dread- 
ful theme, was with such tenderness well plainness, 
that melted and subdued the hearts his listeners. 
Edwards himself says: “When ministers preach hell 
and warn sinners avoid cold manner—though 
they may say words that infinitely terrible—they 
contradict themselves. For actions..... have lan- 
guage well words...... The gospel 
preached well the law, and the law preached 
only make way for the gospel, and order that may 
preached more effectually. The main work minis- 
ters preach the And was that that 
sermon whose simple title has called out many re- 
preached Enfield, resulted great revival. oc- 
curs passage, the suppressed emotion and deep tender- 
ness which remarkable directness. can 
almost see the awe-struck face the preacher, and hear 
the pathos his says: “There reason 
think that there are many this congregation, now hear- 
ing this discourse, that will actually the subjects this 
very misery toall eternity. not who they are, 
what seats they sit, what thoughts they now have. 
may they are now ease, and hear all these things 
without much disturbance, and are now flattering them- 


Works iii. 537. 


Neither quick nor slow speech, there was certain his ut- 
terance, and such skill address seldom failed draw the attention, 
warm the hearts, and stimulate the consciences his Works, 
306. 
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selves that they are not the persons, promising themselves 
that they shall escape. knew that there was one 
person, and but one, the whole congregation, that was 
the subject this misery, what awful thing 
would think of! knew who was, what 
awful sight would see sucha person! How might 
all the rest the congregation lift lamentable and 
bitter cry over him! But, alas! instead one, how many 
likely will remember this discourse 

Thus, the practical side, Edwards’ conviction 
the reality eternal punishment had its origin not the 
callousness unfeeling heart, but the extreme sen- 
sitiveness his soul sin, and his profound conviction 
the utter inexcusableness and vileness the sinner.” 
are not prepared understand his this sub- 
ject unless bear mind that pastor, tenderly 
concerned for souls, who could say when leav- 
ing Northampton: have not only endeavored awak- 
you, that you might moved with fear, but have 
used utmost endeavors win you; have sought out 
acceptable words that, possible, might prevail upon 
you forsake sin and turn God, and accept Christ 
your Saviour and Lord. have spent strength 
very much these 

Passing now the theoretical reasonings, consider 


Positive Argument. 


The one main argument, presented great 

attempts prove this showing that sin in- 
finite evil, and hence demands infinite eternal pun- 
Punishment, says, should proportioned 
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misery the wicked] arises from want sense the infinite evil, odi- 
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the greatness the crime. But crime more less 
heinous proportion the obligation has broken. 
Our obligation love, honor, and obey any being 
proportion his loveliness, honorableness, and authority. 
But God infinitely lovely and honorable, and possesses 
infinite Hence our obligation him infinite 
sin infinite rupture this; and deserves infinite, 

This argument somewhat vulnerable, and now gen- 
erally given up.” suffers from too great rigidity, and 
from its mathematical exactness. The first premise ev- 
idently incorrect, inasmuch punishment should pro- 
portioned the person the offender well the 
abstract greatness the crime. child would not 
punished for shooting man dead, man would be. 
reply saying that inasmuch the distance between 
God and any his creatures infinite, the guilt any 
creature will infinite, and all distinctions between in- 
dividuals will infinitesimally the comparison, 
sharpen the mathematics, but increase the absurdity 
the argument. And then press the in-finity guilt 
the cause the un-ending duration the punishment, 
commit altogether inappropriate play upon words. 
Yet one sense, least, sin infinite, unending 
evil, that has tendency produce unending harm. 
this indefinite evil punishment strictly unending may 
more than proportional. This probably the real 
meaning Edwards, when not too much under the influ- 
ence logical modes But his strenuous 
argument least unfortunate. Later divines have there- 
fore followed Edwards’ general rather than his special 
argument, and admitted that, justice, sin deserves 
unending punishment. 

Edwards renders this point more luminous insisting 
amount sin. Here see again his moral con- 
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victions and conscience work. “Sinful men are full 
sin; principles and acts sin; their guilt like great 
mountains, heaped one upon another, till the pile grown 
heaven. They are totally corrupt, every part, 
all their faculties; all the principles their nature, 
their understandings, and wills; and all their disposi- 
itions and affections. Their heads, their hearts, are totally 
depraved; all the members their bodies are only instru- 
ments sin; and all their senses, seeing, hearing, tasting, 
etc., are only inlets and outlets sin, channels corrup- 
tion. There nothing but sin, good 
again might pause criticise expressions which put 
sin the nature man; but such corrections the ar- 
gumentative force the passage not 
The argument that ¢he vindication God’s 
righteous law-giver requires punishment, recurs repeated- 
ly. The negative argument that eternal punishment 
not inconsistent with the mercy God" presented again 
positively under slightly different form, that divine 
suitable and proper, says Edwards. The divine perfec- 
tions demand that what proper done, done. 
suitable that God should hate sin, inasmuch 
infinite evil, with infinite hatred. And suitable 
that should express this hatred, ¢., punish forever. 
Therefore this will done. Understood, undoubt- 
edly should be; viz., what proper the whole, and 
after the atonement, this argument 
Like another, that drawn from good results which will 
eternal punishment, is, however, much 
less strongly stated than Edwards would have stated it, 
had had mind his own theory virtue. men- 
tions these good the vindication God’s majesty, 
the glory his justice and his grace, and the effect 
punishment the happiness the saints. But does 
not show how the principle benevolence leaves other 
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course God who cares more for the promotion ho- 
liness universe than for the infliction pain the 
rebellious. 

Thus when Edwards’ mind the justice the punish- 
ment made plain, there remains answer for the sin- 
ner make against its infliction. The sovereignty God, 
attribute before which Edwards bowed deep- 
est humility and sufficient explanation for 
mind and heart. 

must now consider 


these two are considered formally, that 
tion, and Final Restoration. 

The argument against final follows.” 

The proposition maintained that eternal death 
which God threatens not but abiding, sen- 
sible punishment misery.” 

(1) The Scriptures everywhere represent the punish- 
ment the wicked implying very extreme pains and 
sufferings. Whereas annihilation state suffering 
all, but the cessation the same. 

(2) The wicked will punished such manner that 
they will sensible the punishment they are under. 
This necessary from the ends which punishment 
serve. also necessary satisfy the expressions 
Scripture. But the punishment annihilation, the sin- 
ners will have knowledge that inflicted. 

(3) The Scriptures teach that there will 
punishment. This impossible the punishment an- 
nihilation. 

(4) The forms expression adopted the Scriptures 
militate strongly against the theory. “It were good 


sovereignty has ever appeared great part his glory. 
has often been delight approach God and adore him sovereign 
God and ask sovereign mercy quoted his Life, Works, 
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for that man had not been born,” says the Saviour. 
That is, the existence the wicked worse than non- 
existence, than annihilation. wicked will weep 
and gnash their rich man “in hell lifting 
his eyes, was not annihilated, hence annihilation can best 
come only the judgment. Before it, and others 
will “spirits prison.” the intermediate state the 
wicked will bein torments, much more the eternal state. 

relief. Some have chosen rather than misery which 
befell them this life, like Job. 

The term “second death” inappropriate annihila- 
tion, since something than the first death, where- 
annihilation something Besides the second 
death can called only reference death. 
Hence must imply suffering, etc., which are ordinarily 
connected with the first death. But also said that 
men suffer same punishment with devils. Therefore 
the second death must consistent with those expres- 
sions which represent the devil trembling before tor- 
ment, and anticipating for viii. 28.) 

The argument against the involved 
conception probation after the judgment conducted 
with greater logical subtlety, and greater length.” The 
principal arguments are the following. 

(1) The punishment the wicked represented 
erlasting. Hence cannot medicinal, for the good 
those who suffer. were so, there must 
tion hell. This involves the idea that the damned may 
repent; this their being received immediately God’s 
favor; and hence the the pun- 
ishment,— which absurd. 

(2) Edwards notices almost incidentally the supposition 
probation between death and the judgment. must 
give disproportionate amount space this, inasmuch 
the discussions the present day largely gather 
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about the same point. has been suggested recently 
several quarters that our fathers had never come any 
definite conclusion certain questions eschatology, 
and had never had consider them. The partic- 
ular point meant the necessity complete probation 
presentation the historic Christ. The remark has 
much truth this, that the precise which the 
question now presented, was never before our fathers. 
But think will seen that every essential element 
the problem was before them and that they would have 
regarded the modern question already decided their in- 
vestigations, had been presented them. The obvious 
importance this fact sufficient reason for our calling 
especial attention the following, and still later dis- 
cussions. 

The argument entirely scriptural one. might 
summed the proposition that the Scriptures, their 
direct statements and their natural implications, render 
the doctrine probation between death and the judg- 
ment impossible. 

the devil, the prophecies Revelation that 
will oppose the church Christ constantly, from age 
age, were impossible the philosophical theories Ed- 
wards’ opponents, were true that pro- 
bation. and hisangels “ina state probation, and hav- 
ing liberty will, and under the last and most extreme 
means bring them repentance, may 
those extreme means.” Then, that would 
cease, and the prophecy fail. But 

cast into the lake fire and brimstone (Rev. 
xx.10) and reserved under chains darkness unto 
judgment (Jude This not consistent with the ap- 
pointment another time trial and opportunity es- 
cape the judgment and condemnation. 

(c) Cor. inconsistent with the idea probation 
between death and judgment. must all appear be- 
fore the judgment-seat Christ, that every one may re- 
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ceive the things done his body, whether good bad.” 
This judgment-seat evidently the judgment day. (See 
Acts xvii. some repent, and are 
fore the day judgment, then the assertion the text 
false. 

Christ declares certain distinct classes men 
Matt. 14, 15; Mark viii. 38), and certain cities men- 
tioned name, that their sentence the day judg- 
ment would condemnation. This inconsistent with 
the idea antecedent probation, under new motives 
repentance. 

This declaration, furthermore, accompanied 
the solemn form address: say unto you; making its 
sentence, possible, more certain. 

The inhabitants Sodom and Gomorrah were 
condemned misery the day judgment, although 
they had already been their purifying flames and 
state probation,—a testimony the ineffectiveness 
such flames producing repentance. 

(g) Many texts can only interpreted consistently 
when probation understood limited this 

Rom. 16. The wicked will receive their retribu- 
tion “in the day when God shall judge the secrets men 
according The whole context shuts the 
reader the conclusion that the sins referred are 
committed this world. 

God recompense tribulation them that trouble you 
when the Lord Jesus shall revealed from 
heaven with his mighty angels, flaming fire, taking ven- 
geance them that know not God, and obey not the 
gospel our Lord Jesus Christ; who shall punished 
with everlasting destruction from the presence the 
Lord,” etc. These obstinate unbelievers, whose unbelief 
made manifest what they this world, are finally 
thus punished. 
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apparent, Matt. xxv., that none will found 
the right hand but they that have done such works 
can done only this world. 

Gen. vi. shall not always strive man, 
for that also flesh; yet his days shall one hundred 
and twenty years.” much say that not 
fit that this day opportunity should last always 
obstinate perverse Wherefore will fix 
limit; will set their bounds one hundred and 
twenty years; when, they repent not, will put end 
all their lives, and with their lives shall end 
striving and waiting.” 

“Those words Christ: must work the works 
him that sent while day, the night cometh where- 
mancan work,’ (John ix. 4.) prove that there 
other day trial afterthis life. could not 
obtain eternal life and happiness for himself any other 
way, than doing that work this life, which was the 
time his probation for eternity well 
And doubtless the same purpose that Eccl. ix. 
‘Whatsoever thy hand findeth do, might: 
for there work, (or man can work) nor device, 
nor knowledge, nor wisdom the grave, whither thou 

Recurring now the main course the argument, 
which have left; viz., the refutation probation 
subsequent the judgment, find remarked: 

(3) sinners are punished future world while ina 
state probation, they are sinners while they are pun- 
ished. Hence their guilt increasing under their punish- 
ment. Hence when the period their punishment for past 
sins over, there will still other sins, for which they 


With reference the modern speculations the opportunity 
continued probation for the heathen, find hint Edwards that ever 
considered the idea. Doubtless viewed them, did most his succes- 
sors, left their sin and its punishment. above shows that 
recognized essential defect their opportunity repentance. 
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must punished. But punished, they are still unre- 
pentant, for inconceivable that God should punish 
repentant soul. Then, when this second period elapsed, 
there will still sins punished for, and 
forever.” 

Edwards thus shuts the defender future probation 
All must have reference only the guilt, rebellious 
state the present moment, else the idea probation 
refutes itself. But 

(4) The tendency punishment not soften but 
harden the heart. the sinner remain impenitent for any 
length time under the tremendous motives brought 
bear upon him, will acquire thereby greater-fixedness 
wickedness from the greater strength his resistance 
against God. Hence, time advances, will grow con- 
tinually worse rather than approach nearer God.” 

(5) Some men’s probation ceases even this world that 
is, God “gives them sin because their incorrigi- 
bleness, and perverse, obstinate continuance rebellion.” 

(6) evident from certain passages pertaining the 
blasphemy against the Holy Ghost, and the sin unto 
death Matt. xii. 31, 32; John 16) that some men will 
the same sentence, will also suffer strictly eternal pun- 
ishment. 

(7) the damned hell shall finally saved, will 
without Christ, because the judgment, will give 
his mediatorial kingdom, and will more the Sav- 
iour men. 

(8) The whole idea another dispensation grace (and 
such that punishment for merely disciplinary purposes 
must be) after this, inconsistent with the perfection the 


This fact eternal sin, though never made Edwards the sole cause 
eternal punishment, still never absent from his mind. See 

This argument repeated slightly different form connection with 
Heb. iv. 4-6, 383 
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present system.—This remark applies evidently well 
the modern idea continued probation, the pro- 
bation before Edwards’ eye. 

(9) The idea probation the future state supposes 
the continuance the scheme divine benevolence. But 
God under using torments lead man 
repentance, and hence his benevolence would find some 
other way. under necessity because (a) the 
nature things not the tendency punishment 
produce repentance. may lead man fear 
sin, but not hate love holiness. And even less tor- 
ments than those threatened the Scriptures would 
answer that end equally well. God has converted 
bad men other means than torments these men are 
who are thus subjected torments. (c) For the purpose 
the purgation the soul, the punishments threatened 
are out proportion the degree wickedness. 

(10) The sufferings hell are represented the Scrip- 
tures vindictive, and not disciplinary.” Men are left 
under punishment without any positive means, such the 
preaching the gospel, adapted bring them repent- 
ance. 

(11) unreasonable suppose that God would 
leave souls thus hardened sin for ages, had 
purposes ultimate mercy. 

(12) The objections future punishment apply also 
the course things inthis world. They are really only 
objections the existence evil. 

Having finished our review his formal arguments 
this subject must now consider 


Contributions towards Future Development 
the Doctrine. 


This consists the proposal his Theory Virtue. 
Our limits will forbid discussion this present, and 
Edwards anticipates and replies Chauncy’s idea that sinners would 


punished till their punishment justice, and then released. 401. 
VoL, XLIII. No. 169. 
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indeed scarcely necessary discuss it. gener- 
ally understood, and generally regarded the great 
contribution made Edwards the theology our 
churches. Indeed may said the prolific root 
from which all that good that theology has sprung. 
may summarily stated, far bears upon our 
theme follows. 

The essence virtue and vice lies the 
the choice.” When any choice either primary choice 
the good being general, secondary choice, 
embodying and effectuating the former, virtuous.” 
There such virtue inherent since the 
consent being being, Edwards styles it, and 
such the establishment certain equality between 
the beings concerned, which equality the ultimate an- 
alysis the constitutive element all beauty.” Any 
other choice posesses inherent deformity. right 
choice essentially love, and such lovely, and excites 
the returning love all holy beings. wrong choice 
essentially hate, and such abhorrent ev- 
ery pure soul, and must call forth his disapproval. This 
true men, but less true God. His holiness 
consists love being general, and too must love 
holiness and abhor evil. 

Now, once evident that this root-idea lies the 
foundation the justice punishment. God must, 
conformity his holiness, disapprove sin, and hence the 
necessary expression this disapproval both just and 
right. But far have been able find, Edwards 
where makes any such analysis. Justice 
simple, ultimate idea with him, unadjusted the funda- 
mental elements the Theory Virtue. His expressions 
the claims justice are clear, full,and good. God un- 
der obligation any kind have mercy upon men, 
whether providing the atonement any other way 
forgiving them. All this Much more then, 
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when the atonement has been provided and rejected, 
evident that the sinner has claim for mercy.” God 
under obligation grant should such sinner come 
his senses and beg Clear and unanswerable these 
statements are, they lack the force which might 
have been given them from the premises already men- 
tioned. Sometimes seems just the point 
showing how the holiness God,— his virtue, may 
use the demand for the punishment 
the wicked. “The glorification the justice God the 
glorification God himself. But His glory the great- 
est chief end creation—of greater import- 
ance than anything else.”” Hence virtue for him 
secure it. But Pres’t Edwards does not reach the point, 
his successors do. their hands this thought, however 
unused him, will employed skilfully and trium- 
phantly. 

The reason this cannot be, one might first think, 
that the theory was developed him after the work now 
under our review was did not write 
“The Nature True Virtue” until three years before 
his death, 1755, and was not published till some 
time after his death. But from his “Notes The 
written when was most nineteen, 
see that the main ideas his later treatise were then 
clearly and fully his mind. For some reason never 
followed this line investigation gain its full re- 
sults. But was nevertheless mighty force which 
finally put motion, the benefits which his followers 
did not suffer lost. 


have dwelt long upon Edwards because him 
will found the germs all that follows, and also 
clear refutation future probation has ever been 
given. now hasten his successors. select 
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Bellamy was pupil Edwards the year 1736," and 
seems have derived from him the determining elements 
his theological system. not find, therefore, any 
great additions his writings the arguments, depart- 
ures from the views Edwards. possessed more power 
condensed, vivid statement than the latter, and many 
his sentences contain volumes argument. never dis- 
cussed future punishment formally, but only incidentally 
his delineation True Religion, other treatises 
Permission Sin, The Glory the Gospel, etc. 
the infinite evil sin, held the same views, 
ported them the same arguments Edwards.” 
two points only, the greater fulness his treatment, 
the application Edwards’ Theory Virtue did con- 
tribute the development the doctrine. These are 


This declares amiable perfection the De- 
ity. says,” “islove; love being general 
chiefly the first, the great, the infinite Being, the fountain 
and source all being and, secondarily, finite beings 
and love virtue, order, harmony the intellectual 
system. And all his nature summed this edict 
Thou shalt love the Lord thy God with all thy heart, 
and thy neighbor break this funda- 
mental law his kingdom implicitly turn enemy be- 
ing God, the infinitely great and glorious Be- 
ing, the system, virtue, order, harmony, word 
all good. Love itself, therefore, exists the De- 
ity, who the head the universe, whose office 
govern the world, consuming fire with respect 


Probably. Dwight Edwards’ Life, 142 indefinite, and would in- 
dicate 1738 1739 the date. Rev. Tryon Edwards, D.D., his Life 
Bellamy, Works, ed. 1853, vol. shows that must put between 
graduation, 1735, and the close 1736. 


Works, 56, ii. 333, ff. 343, 
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general, love God, and the best good the uni- 
verse. when wise and righteous monarch puts 
traitor death, not because delights the death 
his. subjects, takes pleasure their pain simply con- 
sidered; but because delights the safety and 
honor his crown, and the general good his kingdom. 
And all his loyal subjects, who are affected towards his 
crown and kingdom is, will see beauty con- 
can owing nothing but criminal 
blindness, the spirit rebel, enemy,in any 
subjects, that the glory his character thus 
exhibited, does not shine into their 


The Probation the Heathen. 


This topic discussed incidentally Bellamy’s treatise 
True Religion Delineated. After maintaining that all 
men “are wholly d/ame for not perfectly conforming to” 
the law, introduces objection the condition the 
“If the heathen, who have other outward 
advantage whereby gain the true knowledge God, 
than the works creation and providence, but honestly 
improve what they have, shall they not accepted, al- 
though they fall short sinless perfection?” His reply 
brings out clearly his views the fullness their oppor- 
tunity salvation, the fairness probation, and the 
utter inexcusability their sin. 

(1) “It plain that the heathen are, the law 
nature, obliged the same perfect holiness which 
quired, God’s written word, the rest 

(2) “It plain St. Paul looked upon them enjoying 
sufficient means knowledge, and without ex- 
cuse. Rom.i. 18. For the wrath God revealed from 
heaven all ungodliness and unrighteousness men, 
who hold the unrighteousness. ‘Whohold the truth 
unrighteousness, ¢., who, instead heartily receiving 
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and loving, and conforming the truth, do, from love 
their lusts, hate and wickedly suppress all right notions 
God, truth, and duty, stifling their consciences.’ But 
how the Genttles discover this aversion the truth, 
who are under advantages know it? answer,’ 
says the apostle, ‘their advantages are sufficient; for 
(verse 19) That which may known God manifest 
knowable God, are discovered them,’ adds, 
‘For God hath showed unto them.’ But were not the per- 
fections God discovered them darkly not 
sufficiently evident and perceivable? ‘No,’ says he, ‘for 
(verse 20) invisible things him, from the creation 
the world, are CLEARLY SEEN, being understood the things 
that are made, even his eternal power and that 
they are without ever since the creation the 
world, the perfections God are clearly seen his 
works, the things which has made manifesting plainly 
what God is: that those who see not his perfec- 
tions, and are not sensible his infinite glory, cannot 
plead their want sufficient outward advantages, ex- 
cuse for their ignorance and and therefore 
the heathen, who have this advantage, are without excuse.’ 
And, still further clear the point, the apostle seems 
on, were, say Yea, evident that the pres- 


ent ignorance the Gentile nations affected and in- 


excusable, not only the sufficiency their present 
outward advantages, but also from their former misim- 
provement the advantages which they did 
enjoy.” (verse 21) when knew God, 
when the heathen nations formerly had right notions 
God instilled into them, being instructed the knowledge 
the true God Noah and his sons, from whom they 
descended, yet then glorified him not God, neither 
were their instructions had influence upon 


Had not mankind been wholly blame, they might, a// them, from 
the beginning, have enjoyed the benefit divine 325. 


q 

q 

q 
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them make them holy; they became vain their im- 
aginations, and their foolish heart was darkened they 
soon fell off idolatry, and lost that knowledge the 
true God, which they had been instructed and educated 
For (verse 28) did not like retain God 
remember those instructions which had been 
given them concerning the nature and perfections God 
but they abandoned themselves idolatry (ver. 
For which cause,(ver. 24, 26) for which contempt cast 
God, God gave them all manner wickedness; 
that the present extreme ignorance, blindness, 
edness the Gentile nations, they have, through their 
aversion God and love sin, brought themselves into 
that manifest they not desire the knowledge 
God, but evidently hate all right notions him, and 
are, beyond dispute, excuse; which was the point 

shall obtain better understanding the meaning 
Dr. Bellamy, compare his expressions with the 
Savoy Declaration. general, accepted this confes- 
The Savoy reads (chap. xx. Art. ii.): “This prom- 
ise Christ and salvation him, revealed only and 
the word God; neither the works creation 
providence, with the light nature, make discovery 
scure way; much less that men destitute the revelation 
him the promise gospel, should enabled there- 
attain saving faith repentance.” The word 
creation and providence, with the light nature.” 
The whole only more rigid statement what found 
the first chapter the same confession: “Although the 
light nature, and the works creation and providence 
far manifest the goodness, wisdom, and power 
God, leave men inexcusable; yet they are not sufh- 
cient give that knowledge God, and his will, which 
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necessary unto salvation.” understand it, this 
the position taken our own day the advocates the 
necessity salvation knowing the historical Christ. 
But Dr. Bellamy had advanced beyond this position. 
“Thus [from Paul’s argument] see how all man- 
kind have not only sufficient natural powers, but also suf- 
ficient outward advantages know God, and perfectly 
conform his law, even the heathen themselves; and 
that the very reason they not, their want such 
temper they ought have, and their voluntary, rooted 
enmity God, and love sin.” Even “if they have 
hopes finding favor his they are “under in- 
ability [tolove God] but what arise heart.” 
The heathen our own time are still resisting the gospel. 

thus evident that, though Bellamy did not differ 
from the practical necessity preach- 
ing the gospel the heathen, they are saved, 
occupied totally different ground the théory the 
matter. The New England doctrine ability appears 
here clear and precise application. The heathen have 
claim justice for indulgence account their 
sins. And their fate awful, the responsibility their 
own. sometimes said these days that the same 
love which leads God send his gospel this 
world though not deserve any such favor, will lead 
him present the heathen another world. But 
Bellamy has anticipated and replied this objection. 
God has them up. How incongruous suppose 
that after grace has once been will 
again bestowed! The supposition implicitly denies 
the true punitive character the reprobation, and hence 
denies Scripture. Thus the question the sufficient pro- 
bation the heathen the present world answered 
from the words Paul. not depreciated first, and its 
place supplied continued opportunity, the supposition 
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which runs counter the whole tenor Scripture.” 


Among Bellamy’s pupils was one whose place naturally 
comes next this review the history New England 
thought, the son the great Edwards, 


III. Dr. JONATHAN EDWARDS. 


The occasion the work contributed this divine 
the discussion our topic, was the appearance 1784 
anonymous work, soon, however, acknowledged 
its author, Rev. Charles Chauncy, D.D., pastor the First 
Church, Boston, which was entitled: The Salvation 
All Men the Grand Thing Aimed the Scheme 
Dr. Chauncy was man wide reading, and 
considerable scholarship the classical and Hebrew lan- 
guages. must have been, may use the word, 
elegant man. was originally Calvinist, though one 
averse excitement, and new measures. wrote 
book 1743 against the revivals, and partially opposi- 
tion Edwards’ Distinguishing Marks Work the 
Spirit God.“ His position his later work will 
best given his own words (pp. and 13): 

the whole therefore, what mean prove, the following essay, 
is, that the scheme revelation has the happiness all mankind lying 


bottom, its great and ultimate end; that gradually tends this end; 
and will not fail its accomplishment, when fully completed. Some, 


retain this statement spite some declarations the contrary 
since was written, proposing due time justify it. 


Full title is: The Mystery hid from Ages and Generations made man- 
ifest the Gospel Revelation: or, The Salvation All Men the grand 
thing aimed the Scheme God, opened the New Testament 
Writings, and entrusted with Jesus Christ bring into effect. three 
Chapters. The First exhibiting General Explanation this gloriously be- 
nevolent Plan God.—The Second proving the Truth Scripture 
that Mankind universally, the Final Issue this Scheme, shall reign 
happy Life forever.—The Third largely answering Objections. One who 
wishes well the whole Human Race. [Greek motto, Rom. 
for Charles Dilly, the poultry. 


Title is: Seasonable Thoughts the State Religion New England, 
etc., etc., Charles Chauncy, D.D., Boston, 1743, (pp, xxx, 424, 8vo.) 


consequence its operation, conducted the Son God, will dis- 
posed and enabled this present state, make such improvements vir- 
tue, the only rational preparative for happiness, that they shall enter 
upon the enjoyment the next state. Others, who have proved 
able under the means which have been used with them this state, instead 
being happy the next, will awfully miserable; not continue 
finally, but that they may convinced their folly, and recovered 
virtuous frame mind; and this, suppose, will the effect the fu- 
ture torments upon many; the consequence whereof will their salvation, 
they being thus fitted may yet other states, before the 
scheme God may perfected, and mankind universally cured their 
moral disorders, and this way, qualified for, and finally instated in, eter- 
nalhappiness. But whether there are any other such states besides the next, 
not; however many states some the individuals the human species 
may pass through, and however long continuance they may be;—the 
whole intended subserve the grand design universal happiness, and 
will finally terminate it: insomuch that the Son God, and Saviour 
men, will not deliver his trust into the hands the Father, who com- 
mitted him, till has fully discharged his obligations virtue it; 
having finally fixed all men heaven, when God will all all.” 


This doctrine rests upon the postulate, which Dr. 
Chauncy thinks too evident need proof, that God 


bringing man into the world intended definitely make 
every individual the race finally happy. The proof 
the doctrine presented purely scriptural one. 
had idea the sentiments expressed the follow- 
ing pages,” says, “till had been gradually and insens- 
ibly let into them long and diligent comparing 


9945 


Scripture with Scripture. will not argue from 
some isolated text. rely proof inthe pres- 
ent argument,” says, “is the result all these texts, 
not considered singly, but one conjunct view.” 

His proof opens with statement several proposi- 
tions. isthe person through hap- 
piness attainable any the human The 
obedience Christ, and eminently his obedience death 
the ground reason” “Christ died, 
not for select number men only, but for mankind uni- 
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versally and without exception Then 
comes the main point the matter, the proposition 
that the purpose God according his good plea- 
sure that mankind, universally, consequence the 
death his son Jesus Christ, should certainly and finally 
The scriptural argument begins here, and 
treats order the following texts: Rom. end; 
Rom. viii. 19-24. treats each means para- 
phrase, extended notes, and inferences. 

cannot stop draw out full length his exeget- 
ical argument. Rom. 12, etc., the whole may 
summarily expressed Dr. Chauncy’s own words fol- 


lows (pp. 59, 60): 


the fifteenth verse, the apostle declares more generally, that the gift 
grace hath the same many, all men, who had sustained 
damage the lapse the one man Adam; and with like certainty too, for 
the same peremptory language used both branches the verse. 
strongly affirmed, Christ’s side the comparison, the gift hath 
abounded, as, Adam’s side, through the offence, many are dead. the 
sixteenth verse, the apostle proceeds say more particularly wherein the 
abounding the gift consisted, namely this, that the judgment took rise 
from one offence only, and terminated that is, the whole 
damage the lapse; whereas the gift takes rise from many offences, and 
certainly terminates, notwithstanding them all, justification, that is, 
glorious reign life conformably rule righteousness. With respect 
whom? mankind universally. antithesis will other- 
wise lost. For mankind universally are the object condemnation; 
the same mankind must universally the object the opposite justifi- 


The strictness the parallel thus assumed the face 
many passages which condition salvation faith, 
not see anywhere proved. 

Rom. viii. the argument may summed 
in.a single sentence from the paraphrase: “This very 
creature, the self-same mankind, should delivered from 
its slavery through the influence frail, mortal, corrupt- 
ible body, into the freedom those who, the sons 
God, shall proper time clothed with immortal, in- 
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corruptible bodies. Creature, thus taken 
mean mankind, any rate the whole creation, includ- 
ing preeminently mankind,” and the argument for universal 
salvation then easy.” 

number other texts are more less carefully exam- 
ined, as, Col. 19, The meaning such con- 
cepts “reconciliation” and “the restoration all things” 
canvassed. Dr. Chauncy then advances his next 
proposition viz., that “God, Jesus Christ will, sooner 
later, this state, another, reduce all men under 
willing and obedient subjection his moral 
concedes that “if any the race men have cor- 
rupted their minds, and vitiated their tempers, that 
they are really incurable any mora/ means that can 
used with them order their recovery, their state 
must Hence the proof the proposition 


Dr. Chauncy says that means the part creation, 
more his point than means the animate, because 
extended its meaning take the inanimate part creation, the 
would highly give this style the inferior 
less valuable part, wholly leaving out the most excellent.” (p. 98.) Again 
the subjection the inanimate creation would only means the end, 
and the deliverance must also means, that is, mankind must primar- 
ily delivered, and the inanimate, secondarily, means this. 

But Chauncy understands that here applied the animate 
creation for the following reasons: 

(1) This interpretaticn agrees better with the phrases expecta- 
tion,” groaning,” etc., etc. 

(2) means, according him, through any fault its 
and this agrees only with the interpretation referring the animate crea- 
tion. 

(3) The delivered ‘‘into the glorious liberty the sons 
God,” which only applicable the animate creation. 

(4) The comparison the twenty-third verse between and the 
creation only intelligible when understood the animate creation, 

(5) never used,” except Col. 15. which disputed 
passage, ‘‘to signify more than the whole creation, all mankind.” 
Comp. Mk. xvi. 15, etc. 
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must drawn from the Scripture statement the fact 
final restoration. 

The first text Ps. explained and argued 
from, Heb. ii. [Thou hast put all things under his 
The question this subjection under- 
stood is, however, answered entirely rational grounds. 
enemy, principal enemy; em- 
phatically enemy which Christ came into the world 
and hence the truth the proposition. 

The next text Cor. xv. 24-29: [Then cometh the 
end when shall deliver the kingdom God.] 
says, should esteem decisive itself, was 
there other text all the Bible was 
this, indeed, which first opened the present 
The argumentation substantially that the previous 
division. 

need not dwell longer this part the work. 
his third chapter Dr. Chauncy proceeds state and an- 
swer certain objections. The first that “endless, never- 
ceasing misery is,according the Scriptures, the portion 
wicked men beyond the Dr. Chauncy replies 
discussing several texts, and particularly the words 
and These words may signify limited du- 
ration, and hence, are not compelled, any given case, 
understand them absolute eternity. Again, they are 

interesting note how completely the ground was covered 
this old discussion. Compare Chauncy with the arguments such writers, 
for example, Rev. Whiston, Ph.D., his book Eternal” Pun- 
ishment Endlesss? The only point Whiton’s discussion which have 
not found substantially anticipated Chauncy the supposition that 
gualitative rather than Chauncy defines age; 


gives the same canon for determining the meaning Whiton; 
adduces his support the word (p. 299); discusses the LXX. 264); 


comments the same texts; but has the advantage vastly clearer ideas, 
disingenuous method. his credit, think, Chauncy 
does not pretend that any more definite words than and could, 
and would have been used express the idea endless punishment. 
Comp. Whiton, 


evidently used more loose and general way the 
Greek Testament than are the words which have been 
employed translate them our English Bibles. And 
lastly, the true meaning age, “whether shorter 
This discussion unnecessarily prolix, and 
wearisome. the more important points mentioned 
cite the following: precise duration intended 
the words cannot with certainty collected from the 
force the words themselves simply considered; but 
must determined either the nature the thing spok- 
of, other passages Scripture that explain 
This canon correct but applied Chauncy ina way 
really beg the question dispute. The argument 
made wholly turn the proof universal salvation 
already given. affirmed the wicked,” 
says, they shall away into 
everlasting punishment, the certain meaning this word 
everlasting, clearly and fully settled the 
above proof the final salvation all That is, 
the independent testimony the word ruled out. This 
style argument reaches its highest point, well its 
best illustration, another method treating such anti- 
thetical texts Matt. xxv. 46. “There wide differ- 
ence,” says, “between happiness and misery, reward 
and punishment; which may make proper understand 
the word everlasting different sense with respect 
these different “In Matt. xxv. 46,..... 
should understand this word applied the 
righteous one sense, and applied the wicked 

will delay the reader only one point 


the same sentence alleges Rom. xvi. 25, 26; The quibble 
that the fre Mark ix. 44, 46, 48, may not cease, but the wse pun- 
ishment may, not uncharacteristic (ib. 311) and another anticipation 
modern arguments. 


| 
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ferring supposition Mr. Whiston’s his Hell Tor- 
ments Considered, that Hades sinners, (those excepted 
who have been guilty blasphemy) will have all possible 
means used with them bring them repentance and 
salvation,” which that writer supported referring 
Pet. 18, 19; iv. 16; Chauncy says: “Neither 
satisfied from the two passages Peter’s first epistle that 
this apostle intended insinuate, though the gospel 
was preached Hades order bring men repent- 
This may taken his contribution the dis- 
cussions the present day. 

have thus endeavored give the main course 
this work the writer meant received. see 
largely exegetical its character,— fact, prin- 
cipally When, therefore, turn Dr. Edwards’ 
reply—The Salvation All Men Strictly 
may surprised see that for the most part 
conducted upon rational grounds. There isan exegetical 
reply which shall pause upon long enough learn 
admire it; but for the most part the work linked argu- 
ment. The reason not far seek, and are compelled 
admit the justice and necessity the procedure. 
Chauncy’s reasons for receiving the doctrine the final 
salvation all men were not exegetical, but rational; and 
his exegesis, already repeatedly suggested, was only 
cloak, and athin one that, for rationalism.” venture 


There discussion Rev. xx. ff. elaborate paraphrase, notes, 
and application, the appendix. 

Works Jonathan Edwards, D.D., Andover, 1842, pp. 1-278. 

illustration the truth this charge, compare the following 
passage, which selected random from great number similar pas- 
sages: But the foregoing viz., that the second death mere 
it, and the wicked are sent hell many the 
second death ought considered that which will put their 
existence, both sou/ and that they shall the cre- 
ation 282. reasons have been assigned for the annihilation 
thus dragged support the denial evangelical doctrine. 
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suggest that the great lesson this history lies this 
fact. Universalism and every kindred error fundament- 
ally rationalism. Ultimately will throw the Bible over- 
itself succumb the biblical authority. 


must, however, break off this point, and defer the 
consideration the reply Dr. Chauncy till subse- 
quent time. 


ARTICLE II. 
QUERIES ABOUT FUTURE PROBATION. 


DWINELL, PROFESSOR PACIFIC THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, 
OAKLAND, CAL. 


held those who make the hypothesis proba- 
tion beyond this life, that the essential elements moral 
trial, redeemed world, cannot exist unless the histori- 
cal Christ distinctly presented the soul. not 
enough that Christ has died for all, made atonement 
for all, changed the standing all before God respect 
the possibility salvation, given the means repent- 
ance and spiritual knowledge all the teachings 
nature and conscience and the drawings the Divine 
Spirit; and that the providence and love and grace 
God invest all, win them welcome the light offered. 
Something more needed. The historical Christ must 
brought consciously before the mind and heart the 
supreme form moral appeal. Without this, they affirm, 
Christian consciousness not satisfied; and such trial 
this not enjoyed during life, demands that the 
opportunity should presented the world come. 

This not regarded another probation, but part 
the one begun lower plane here, carried its 
higher, decisive stage. hoped, and sometimes inti- 
mated, that this future presentation the historical 
Christ, amid the changed scenes and new and transcend- 
ent motives the eternal world, will effective the 
salvation almost all. 

This hypothesis suggests many grave queries, some 
which wish call attention this article. 

The first relates the supposed hypo- 
thesis satisfy Christian consciousness this subject. 
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this proper subject come into the field Christian 
consciousness all 

relates the administration the government 
God, and section that com- 
pleteness and finality moral trial—of which 
have experience and observation. can only 
brought within the range Christian consciousness 
through the ethical principles involved. fact, this 
the way which done. The subject viewed 
simply ethical light. Newman Smyth says Dor- 
ner: “His system might almost said have its being 
pure Christian ethics” (Int. Dorner “The Future 
State,” Specially are ethical considerations made 
the basis Dorner’s suggestions about future probation, 
and this true also his followers. The “New Theol- 
ogy” assumes that must have theory probation 
that satisfies the ethical sense, and that cannot rest 
any dogmatic proposition this subject based author- 
ity, unless harmonizes also with our moral convictions. 

But why should have theory probation that 
levelled our ethical approval, more than one, this 
kind, other portions the administration the gov- 
ernment God? There are many things the divine 
government, its current movements, that must ever 
defy our ethical solution. There are inequalities lot 
under divine providence that stagger us,—multitudes born 
wretchedness, degradation, vice; sufferings the 
prosperity the wicked; the death those whose life 
seems essential the comfort and welfare those depend- 
ent them; and the continued life those whose existence 
curse and sorrow others. If, then, can have 
belief about the present government God over such 
dark facts,—no belief based Scripture, belief but 
what resolves itself into our ethical must 
either drive divine providence off from large part 
the field the most important part, re- 
gards our comfort and peace,—or must break down 
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the ethical difference human lives and deny the reality 
moral distinctions. 

The natural tendency the New Theology,” 
ceeds eschatology, will apply the same method 
the present divine government. can believe noth- 
ing but what has our ethical sanction reference the 
future world, shall not slow regulate our belief 
about God’s connection with this world the same way. 
our interpretation the ethical demand presides over 
probation, will quick prescribe the methods 
Providence earth also, even obliged take 
into deism, materialism, pantheism; order it. 

The trouble assuming that must have theory 
this subject that limited our ethical approval. 
Christians not hesitate admit facts, which they can- 
not ethically resolve and explain, into their belief the 
present government God—that portion the divine 
government which they are most familiar with and actually 
witness. Why should they expect able settle 
ethically the dark questions its supreme application and 
final results, which they have witnessed and know 
nothing 

Another grave inquiry relates the method main- 
taining this hypothesis. largely the subjective 
method. 

Maurice somewhere contrasts the characteristic spirit 
German theologians and philosophers with that the 
English. says the English base their theories au- 
thority outside themselves; the Germans deduce theirs 
from within; and hence that there common ground 
for mutual understanding between the two parties. The 
“New Theologians” seem have this spirit the Ger- 
mans. Scripture, indeed, plays prominent part their 
theories; but Scripture subjectively interpreted. 

some mysterious process they are carried along the 
Christ, absolute Christianity, ethically conceived and 
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defined. This they consider the supreme factor faith 
and its regulative principle. Having gained this idea, 
and resolved and sanctioned ethically, they take this, 
turn, the interpreting light with which back 
Scripture and decide detail what its passages mean, and 
what use put them. The method largely the 
circle. They go, under the guidance the internal ethi- 
cal light, often trippingly .through. Scripture, taking their 
selected passages, absolute Christianity; and then, 
taking this, they laboriously down exegetics, and 
bring other passages into accord. Newman Smyth says: 
“Since Christianity there realized supreme ethical 
idea God, which faith may apprehend, for which, in- 
deed, faith the spiritual eye, follows—so Dorner 
would assume —that must determine what Scripture, 
and interpret God’s word, and also construct Christian 
theology, harmony with, and under the supreme influ- 
ence of, this real, absolute Christianity, God manifest 
Christ. Christianity can read scientifically only 
its own pure light” (Int.to Dorner The Future State,” 

11). Dorner himself says, quoted Smyth: for 
dogmatic and propositional theology, “the subject faith 
with its contents appropriated from the sacred Scripture, 
which has continually show itself Christian. The 
supreme fact this contents faith the Christian 
idea God. From it, the highest unity and truth, are 
all statements faith, and all Christian truth, immediately 

perfect consistency with this subjective method, 
Dorner uses these significant words: “That some are 
damned rests preponderant exegetical grounds (but that 
gives dogmatic proposition, because this must de- 
rived also from the principle faith)” The Future State,” 
127). 

Thus the exegetical method the New 
this subject amounts this: They take their ethical 
generalization, which means about the same thing— 


q 
i . 
| 
i 


1886. Queries about Future Probation. 


their ethical postulates,— often mistaking for these their 
ethical sentiments, and often mistaking for these mere 
ethical therewith form scourge 
with which drive from the witness-stand all passages 
Scripture that imply that probation confined this life, 
and all antagonistic demands conscience reason, and 
then frame verdict the testimony that vir- 
tually becomes process chasing off sacred testimony 
with personal ethics. The whole system bears the per- 
sonal color, and unconsciously blushes with the real 
wrong. 

Having gone through the Word this way, and brought 
its teachings into harmony with their hypothesis, having 
themselves system that does not need have revela- 
tion, they very naturally speak disparagingly and super- 
ciliously text-theology, and especially doctrine 
probation that unfortunate enough lean inspira- 
tion, and not able alone. Yet, they chance 
find text, like that Peter, which they can interpret 
have favor their view, there are none others who 
make more vigorous use slender staff. 

not deny that proper for theologians 
make use general deduction from Scripture assist 
them interpreting difficult passages. full and fair 
study revelation they may form conception the 
system taught it; and then right for them use 
this system considering the obscure parts. This prin- 
ciple well understood and admitted. the old truth 
the influence the analogy faith interpretation. 
Nor denied that forming the general conception 
the individuality the theologian will have great influ- 
ence; and that will play active part every system 
theology and interpretation. But great care must 
taken keep subordinate, and have the general con- 
ception, when reached, the ideal revelation, and not 
merely the ideal the theologian. The objection the 
course the New Divines” is, that they recognize the 
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subjective element having act prominent 
part deciding what the absolute Christianity, the ideal 
revelation, is. The internal factor becomes, from the 
start, authorized master-power. calls “the spirits 
from the vasty deep,” and sets them over the 
stead being kept the background and regarded 
unavoidable blemish human work, clothed with 
authority and put the throne joint ruler with Script- 
practically not second. Professor Harris says: 
Christian consciousness does not create Christianity, 
but capable distinguishing that which not and 
that which Christianity. therefore has kind 
authority. Its authority co-ordinate, but not the less 
real. Its function, then, may considered both the 
development and the testing progressive theology 
(Andover Review, Oct. 1884, 345). 

Now, see the eagerness, which have spoken, 
abate, ethical process, the opposition reve- 
lation future probation, the question arises: How did 
the apostles and other sacred writers give the dogmatic 
evidence which find their teachings, the side 
greater limitation probation? Did they utter such 
sentiments from clear insight their truth, out their 
own spiritual consciousness, basis revelation 
and divine authority? they were not merely specu- 
lating and conjecturing; they stated what they knew, 
either their own knowledge from inspiration, the 
intimations which they give their dogmatic belief 
this subject; not this, either case, sufficient ground 
for stand for holding the same dogmatic belief? 

their deeper insight enabled them see the ethical 
necessity and reality earth-limited trial, trial 
within the bounds life somewhere, and believe 
they had this insight and uttered it, this certainly justifies 
for occupying the same dogmatic position. fact, 
compels it, impeach the integrity and unity 
our mental operations. the other hand, be- 
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lieve they uttered these dogmatic sentiments divine 
authority, receiving them and resting them the basis 
revelation, cannot hesitate accept them the 
same way authority, without impeaching the sacred 
writers for doing it, and arrogating ourselves superior 
insight inspiration. they did not wait have the doc- 
trine the last things resolved their ethical Christian 
consciousness, before they accepted it, made working- 
basis their faith, and proclaimed it, and wrote down 
Evangel and Epistle for all future ages, under the direc- 
tion the Holy Spirit, there justifiable reason why 
should hold suspense till can resolve into our 
ethical consciousness, why should modify and trans- 
form make suit our ethical approval. 

either case, the method the “New Theology,” 
applied this subject, throws discredit Scripture. 
impeaches the method the sacred writers. puts 
psychology the place inspiration. substitutes 
philosophy for divine authority. gives subjective 
convictions instead exegesis. builds human 
system the place the biblical doctrine. 

Another query relates the who shall have 
the advantage the future probation. Shall few only 
have it—those who have had next light 
tunity this world? Shall all who die unsaved have it? 

start the probationary extension the demand 
ethical convictions, where shall stop satisfy them? 
Putting Scripture aside, looking the subject purely 
the light ethics, the interpreting principle the 
Theology,” may ask: not the whole future exist- 
ence all souls Can conceive, the 
basis ethical thought alone, free finite spirit, human 
angelic, this world the next, that not, sense, 
Must not have the metaphysical power both 
sinning and right-willing throughout eternity? not 
the moral power, but the metaphysical power,— and, 
this sense, trial? The conception the arrest 
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probation carries beyond our ethical experience and 
insight into realm which have ourselves 
measuring lines and tests. Yet Scripture plainly 
and emphatically teaches that probation has limits, that the 
advocates its extension nat presume say that 
and unlimited. They not follow the native 
light absolutely, nor the scriptural light absolutely, 
but make compromise between the two. Dorner, en- 
larging the scriptural intimations and retrenching 
the ethical, finds the limit the absolute choice evil 
the rejection Christ,— that is, the sin against the 
Holy Ghost. Newman Smyth, representing his view, 
says: man will finally judged until shall have 
definitely rejected the manifestation God’s love the 
offer Christ, or, other words, shall have committed 
the sin against the Holy Ghost” Future State,” 
14). But Dorner refuses recognize the liberty which 
the soul has when has made sin its final choice 
human freedom. says: “Some may eternally 
damned, far the abuse freedom continues eter- 
nally: but without the possibility the restoration of. 
freedom, man has passed into another class beings, 
and, regarded from the stand-point the idea man, 
fication were any relief! 

Dr. Munger also argues for probation that boundless, 
and unlimited any thing short fixedness charac- 
ter.. says: “It simpler and more scientific say 
that man has but one probation; but, its nature, can- 
not have any bounds time, whether worldly life 
world-age. may, indeed, synchronize with world- 
age, but only because that goal time postponed till 
the problem existence has been solved every human 
being. But probation will not determined the 
world-age, but its own laws. ends whenever char- 
acter fixed,—if, indeed, have any right use word 
out keeping with moral freedom,— and not pos- 
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sible attach any other bound limit it. And 
acter fixed evil when all the possibilities the uni- 
verse are exhausted that would alter the The 
Freedom Faith,” pp. 42, 43). 

Thus the more pronounced theorists not venture 
absolute denial limit, while the more moderate 
ones restrict the limits within much narrower compass, 
but without any common restricting principle. 

Ethically, they find great practical difficulty telling 
what the limits shall be. The tendency open the 
doors ever more widely, and enlarge the area probation. 
The theory generally begins with the ethical demand that 
the doors shall open that those who die without ever 
having heard Christ shall enter; and then enlarges 
itself thus: and these may enter, then those who have 
merely heard his name; and these, then those who have 
heard much about him, but with minds clouded with in- 
vincible prejudice ignorance; and these, then those 
who have heard and been convinced, but have deferred 
accepting him till overtaken with death; and these, then 
those who have resisted the Spirit and rejected Christ, but 
without intending final and absolute rejection; 

these, then why not open the doors for all who, 

the weakness and ignorance earthly decision, die 
with rejected Saviour their hands, unless, perchance, 
all the persuasions the universe have been previously 
exhausted them, and they have committed the sin 
against the Holy Ghost, and have thereby dropped down 
into another rank 

The consequence is, the advocates this hypothesis 
hold the doors future probation ajar every possible 
angle. There unity the doctrine. There 
common standard probationary appeal thought 
the system. The moment they undertake settle the 
question the persons have the advantage the here- 
after trial, infinite diversity reigns. Notwo have the same 
theory. Each lets those whom suits him let in. 
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will not seek relief from this human confusion 
resorting the omniscience and wisdom God, and 
remanding the perplexity deciding the persons 
him. For the whole hypothesis the creature subjec- 
tive ethics; and this. ethical demand, having discovered 
the necessity the theory, having asserted what neces- 
sary order meet that want, and having taken the 
whole problem into its hands, cannot now, just gets 
into perplexity, abandon its own internal light and call 
God for help. the subject one that clearly comes 
within the range ethical insight, ethical insight must 
declare the principles which the thing carried 
out, and will have occasion avoid its difficulties 
taking refuge suddenly supernatural insight. 

fourth query whether such opening the 
doors does not disparage the earthly probation. 

sciously encounter the historical Christ earth and come 
absolute decision reference him. The great 
proportion mankind, the present age the world, 
have not heard him. Very few those who have 
heard him have met the tests full opportunity laid 
down the theorists are considering. Does not this 
practically quite shift the principal theatre probation 
from this world the next? bulk mankind 
all the pagan world, all the masses Chris- 
tian lands, all the human beings conditions which the 
apprehension the historical Christ impossible pass 
over into the future world have the decisive trial there, 
few are left have here. number out 
the whole hardly enough make exception, 
give the system. the two ends the trial 
period that balances across death, that which reaches over 
into the future world more heavily weighted 
with human beings than that which runs back into this 
world, that goes quickly down, and throws this 
the air there were nothing it. accept the 
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theory, either must indifferent the arithmetic 
the subject and the relative moral gravity the 
consequences the two periods, shall totally re- 
verse the estimate Scripture, and, instead regarding 
the present the period supreme importance, shall 
look the future the one around which every thing 
decisive and final centres. shall that the sacred 
writers were quite mistaken the emphasis, the tragical 
and supreme concern, with which they looked upon the 
present unapplied, undeveloped, insignificant probationary 
span,—a mere prophecy, the case here and there 
person, the abounding rich probation that waiting 
overtake the race the world tocome. This bright pros- 
pect banishes the words warning and entreaty Christ 
and the apostles, and makes one rest confidently the 
promise the future opportunity. 

But fifth inquiry arises: right have the advo- 
cates this theory assume that probation cannot end 
with the godless till they have had the highest light and 
the fullest persuasions possible for man? How they 
know that the resources the universe must exhausted 
them, the historical Christ presented them, and 
they commit the sin against the Holy Ghost, before they 
can have settled the question their standing the judg- 
ment? This great assumption. remarkable 
Christian consciousness? derived from the principle 
faith? Where does come from? 

see many persons this life with whom the ques- 
tion probation apparently settled much lower 
basis. There are those who change their course life 
radically the utterance sentence, finding frag- 
ment Scripture, upon the recollection scene 
childhood. There are those who grow into Christian 
character without remembering that they ever made 
definitive choice that effect. the other hand, there 
are multitudes who seem settled sinful character 
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who give evidence having ever consciously made 
definitive choice that direction, with Christ present 
their thought the time, and under his supreme persua- 
sions. They deny that they ever passed through such 
crisis. They have simply lived sin, adding sin 
sin, and neglected the offered Christ. Nothing now moves 
them from their sinful drift. persuasions are effective. 
There weakening their chosen way. They seem 
imbedded sinful character. And they die, all appear- 
ance, this state. not know, indeed, this so. 
not know their hearts, nor what their experiences 
have been. That does not matter. That not the point. 
But can assume that all such persons, who seem have 
fixed characters when they die, have either had all the 
persuasions the gospel exhausted them and have 
committed the sin against the Holy Ghost, that they 
have not had full and sufficient trial? Can assume 
that probation, complete, must have, addition 
the moral elements the trial investing them here, certain 
other definite external factors? How know what facts, 
truths, light, must present the soul, enable 
define its position spiritually? How know 
cannot it, unless the decision turn 
Christ presented supreme appeal? How know 
the soul may not well define itself spiritually its 
decisions questions duty and truth and spiritual light, 
the attitude takes towardsan historical person? The 
soul spiritual; and quite much accordance 
with its nature that should define its character its 
choices reference spiritual realities, its attitude 
towards definite concrete reality historical person. 

The New Theologians” are near giving probation 
which turns external and arbitrary factors, according 
which all the soul’s relations the spiritual influences about 
it, all its tendencies fixedness character those rela- 


tions, all its choices and seeming finalities choice them, 


for naught determining the bounds its trial; but 
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must have, addition all this spiritual regimen, new 
and supreme object choice, the historical Christ, before 
the question its destiny can settled. And this 
urged the interest ethical system! 

But overlooks the spiritual nature the soul, and the 
fact that inevitably defining its place the spirit- 
ual world from the start, without waiting for contingent 
particular external conditions. The spiritual nature 
man, the will, till imbedded character its own choice, 
the most sensitive and susceptible power imaginable. 
breath may furnish the occasion which settles its 
destiny for life,and decides the angle which goes out 
this world into the next. does not wait for the his- 
torical Christ any other definite historical factor before, 
far can see, closes with the finalities char- 
‘acter and held the meshes which has woven about 
itself. the Theologians” ignore, and make 
the stupendous assumption that the presentation the 
historical Christ the indispensable condition full 
probation and ripeness for the judgment. They give 
what see and know about the swift tendency 
fixedness character here, and resort the arbitrary 
supposition that the soul must define itself the moral 
world, not morally and spiritually only, but reference 
historical person, with all the glow supreme dem- 
onstration, before its moral destiny can fixed. Can all 
this assumed 

Another inquiry is, whether there any real 
between the two proposed probationary eras. 
Can they, any proper sense, said parts the 
same system, and employed, indifferently, the train- 
ing the race under the same method 

said that, during the one era the other, the his- 
torical Christ must presented with all possible persua- 
sive powers the Spirit and the love God, that 
there shall nothing standing the way salvation but 
the soul’s own supreme choice, before can ripe for 


Queries about Future Probation. 


the judgment. And claimed that the future proba- 
tionary era but part and continuation the probation- 
ary process, state, begun here,—so that the question 
whether there one probation more impertinence. 

Let look this. clear that there are some very 
marked differences the elements entering into the two 
processes. 

There good reason ,to believe that the good and the 
bad are separated the intermediate state. The fact that 
Judas “went his own that the penitent thief 
was with Christ Paradise the day the cruci- 
fixion, while our Lord said the unbelieving Jews, 
way, and shall seek me, and die your sins: 
whither cannot come;” and that impassable 
gulf represented existing between the rich man and 
Lazarus conclusive biblical evidence this 
point. This, conceded. Dorner, speaking 
those the intermediate state, remarks: “They are not 
all the same state view which must follow 
from the theory the soul. for the pious, 
intercourse with the ungodly, which they were subject 
earth, ceases after death; they suffer nothing from 
them, not even temptation” Future State,” 106). 
Equally removed, course, are the ungodly from the ap- 
proaches the pious. 

There must also great difference between the two 
states the absence the body, or, what Dorner calls 
the “relatively bodiless state, the soul having neither the 
earthly body nor the resurrection body.” this state, 
Dorner thinks, still life begins, sinking the soul 
within itself and into the ground its life— what Steffens 
calls Involution, and Martensen, 
107). this state, thinks,—as earth the reali- 
ties the sensuous world are objects sight, and the 
spiritual world the object faith, these poles will re- 
versed the disembodied spirits; and that them the 
realities the spiritual world will appear the real 
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existences resting immediate evidence 107). 

Furthermore, the historical our world pre- 
sented connection with historical process, out the 
midst the actual earthly unfoldings his kingdom. 
the good and the evil are the same community, the 
appeal made the individual,—the Christ comes 
him, veiled and hidden,—out the midst the complex 
concrete relations life, making moral choice possible, 
and furnishing the conditions necessary for moral training. 
the intermediate state, the contrary, Christ cannot 
come forth the individual out the midst the histor- 
ical process. The appeal not made from the ongoings 
the mingled and uncertain influences which mark the 
earthly development the kingdom. Christ does not 
come root out dry ground,” having form 
nor comeliness, and beauty that should desire him. 
does not appear king disguise, wooing his bride, 
but king coming his majesty, the disguise thrown 
off, the midst his regal glory and power. not 

the strange dawning the historical Christ, changing 
for those welcoming him night blackness into serene 
and beautiful day, but the irruption and glare the celes- 
tial Christ, leaving room for moral election. comes 
down upon the scene with supernal atmosphere about 
him. does not come out the earthly kingdom 
God trailing its atmosphere. And though may 
show the print the nails his hands and feet and the 
scar his side, and may recite the incidents Geth- 
semane and Calvary, rather theophany that 
comes, the victorious Lord, the glorified Son 
God, than the historical Son Man. 

Now, can these two methods probation touch each 
other and continuous parts one system? there 
real unity between them? 

the first place, the absence, the future state, the 
body, the organ action material things,—to which 


reference has been made,—the absence its appetites, 
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passions, sufferings, limitations, occupations,— this alone, 
with the consequent unloosening the internal factors 
thought, and the rioting the hitherto restrained soul- 
forces guilty natures, enough constitute new 
kind probationary action and life. This takes into 
realm and method trial that unthinkable us. 
have nothing our experience observation that can 
interpret give reality. 

Secondly, the different social influences investing the 
soul the intermediate absolute separation 
the good and the bad, and the consequent complete put- 
ting apart the blended moral forces working society 
and playing around individuals this life, leaving the 
unbelieving with only their kind, save Christ may come 
upon them with heavenly retinue from afar, 
may devise for them some other new and special angelic 
have analogy and suggestion earth. 

Then the third fact, which have mentioned, that the 
probationary appeal, there one the other world, can 
not along the historical line, out the midst the 
complex concrete forces earthly history, but must 
new and independent approach from another quarter and 
with other agencies, shows that are altogether out 
the probationary system revealed Christ and described 
the sacred writers within the scope the redemp- 
tive plan. 

probable, indeed, that the advocates this hypoth- 
esis secretly rejoice the difference between the future 
probation and that here, because they hope the difference 
will greatly enlarge the area salvation, and the 
means bringing next all the acceptance Christ. 
only when they are defending the theory making 
plausible that they say they not speak another 
probation, two probations, but only one full proba- 
tion. But the fact is, the two eras, states, systems, 
—by whatever term they are known,— have points 
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identity common but the name. The advocates retain 
the name but they spirit away the distinctive 
elements probation, know any thing about them, 
and substitute others different The probationary 
subject, his bodiless, brooding, soul-quickened condi- 
tion, different. The probationary circumstances, with 
the total separation the godly and the wicked, and 
good and bad influences the same social atmosphere, 
are different. The object the probationary appeal, the 
glorified Christ, not the historical Christ historically pre- 
sented, different. And the probationary method, not 
the historical process, but some new process, which 
know nothing, applied baffled and despairing love 
the other side, different. 

Thus the two systems not touch each other 
be, continuous parts one system. They are more 
alike than might suppose training régime designed 
for the inhabitants Mars might like the one God has 
given those the earth. 

the hypothesis were true, should have this strange 
condition things: method trial, one kind, for 
part the race, and radically different one for another 
part. Those whose trial here have the evidence come 
them through historical process, way that does 
not compel conviction its truth, but admits it, and 
appeals the moral sympathies, and harmonizes with 
moral system. Those whose trial there, they have, 
imagined, the insight spiritual beings bodiless 
world, and the undisguised play their faculties, and 
with his transcendent evidences and glory 
presented them, will show option and virtue 
being convinced and accepting the evidence, and nothing 
can keep them from yielding but their own absolute 
choice sin under circumstances when such choice 
such different systems can adopted God the 


salvation the same race, under one common redemp- 
VoL. No. 169. 
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tion, bound the same judgment, and with one heaven 
for the saved. 

The different methods approach individuals 
this world,—as under the Old Testament economy and 
under the New, Christian lands and heathen lands, 
pious homes and ungodly homes, the case the 
intelligent and the ignorant, the strong-minded and 
the weak-minded, the old and the young,—all these 
diversities the probationary appeal, issuing from his- 
torical process, they do, the midst commingling 
diverse moral influences, leaving the question destiny 
settled cach one, under the brooding and draw- 
ing power the law and Spirit God and the agencies 
redemption, which slumber nowhere the earth, 
his own chosen moral relation what has been preg- 
nantly and expressively called “the essential 
these diversities are only different forms the same pro- 
bationary system, compared with the total disconnection 
and violent antagonism between the earthly probation and 
probation the intermediate state. 

If, however, the advocates future probation, wishing 
retain the theory, should attempt minimize these 
differences, the question would then arise, What would 
the advantage probation? the glorified 
celestial Christ not come down with overwhelming 
conviction upon the intermediate soul, and the evidence 
and means moral training,—if, other words, the 
trial have genuine ethical character, connecting 
kind with that here, what use practically would such 
trial be? 

Certain things are remembered about those the 
intermediate state, which cannot set aside this mini- 
mizing process. The separations, social and moral, must 
still exist. The appeal out the midst the historical 
earthly process cannot introduced. The historical 
Christ cannot there the outgoings his earthly his- 
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torical kingdom. But the soul there with its own 
psychological and moral laws and tendencies; and one 
these evidently the strong drift towards fixedness 
character, together with spiritual blindness, the spirit 
self-justification, supreme interest its sinful occupa- 
tions, however spiritual they may be. reason ethi- 
cally, from what know ethical laws, the soul, going 
sin through life, and going out into the other world 
sin, must short time, left itself, immov- 
ably fixed its own chosen way that dubious word 
appeal would effective. For Christ come 
make the choice him ethical would useless. The 
identity the system there with the one here, even 
single point, that truly moral appeal, deprives 
saving power. Its advocates must regard asa radically 
different probation, they must make mockery 
human hopes. They stand between the two horns the 
dilemma: new, unique, un-moral probation, one 
worthless for salvation. 

Practically, then, the value the hypothesis 
the longings the human heart, the ethical demand, 
or, you choose call it, Christian consciousness, 
consists supposing that there will opportunity 
salvation the other world that altogether unique 
kind, not joining the present probation quality 
all, only connecting with endwise, speak,—not taking 
the principles and methods which this leaves off, but 
going bound into new system with unknown and 
unimaginable methods And this is, 
doubtless, what secretly hoped. This what 
remove the dark cloud hanging over the earthly history 
the race. This what clear the question 
theodicy. This what sustain the law and goodness 
God full-orbed glory. 

But the question yet remains, whether have right 
construct new and unique probation and connect 
with the redemptive scheme this life, order escape 
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our ethical difficulties. Can suppose Christ thus 
doubles his methods? earth, however diversified 
the conditions men,—whether before the coming 
Christ after it, whether Christian countries out- 
side them, whether having full presentation Christ 
the most obscure and rudimentary knowledge him, 
—with all there comparatively the same method 
moral appeal. With all the same willing and trustful 
spirit the condition With all there the 
same mingling good and bad influences society. 
With all there commingling proofs and difficulties 
the evidence, causing turn largely the moral 
sympathies and personal choice the individual. Will 
Christ dispense with this method death, and adopt 
totally different one, when has given intimation 
it, when holy Scripture does not suggest it, when the 
whole urgency and trend the words Christ and in- 
spired men imply the 

After all, some the “New Divines” seem have 
misgivings. The aim with them placate the higher 
ethics, have system that satisfies the Christian con- 
sciousness, theodicy that harmonizes with faith. They 
elaborate system that shall agree with the internal light 
echo, the profoundest human cry. But something 
wrong. not satisfactory them when produced. 
comes out speculation, not child insight. does 
not throb with ethical and spiritual life, able make its 
own way, not only their convictions, but 
world. cold and intellectual. Its friends, while 
not giving the supposition and the hope future 
accept the prepared theory coldly 
tatively, unless driven into love the peculiar 
blinding influence defending and nursing it. They 
hold the notion, and take the theory provisionally. 
Thus Newman Smyth, speaking Dorner’s attempt, 
naively confesses: however, many may 
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deem this subject, free acknowledge, even the 
act giving fresh discussion the press, 
that does not seem belong the essence 
faith, and chiefly interest own mind bears 
upon the more general and primary questions our 
theodicy our whole endeavor, the midst modern 
unbelief, make sure the facts divine education 
redemption the world, and supreme revelation 
God the Word made Future 38). 

last the system, system, topples, the judg- 
ment some its warmest advocates and friends. 

Since the foregoing was written, editorial has ap- 
peared the Andover Review for August, eschatology, 
which the writer argues for future probation. The 
idea runs through the article that the saving power 
Christ dependent knowledge Christ. This crops 

many places and some curious forms. speak- 
ing the doctrine that saving influences may reach those 
pagan lands who have not heard Christ, through 
channels and agencies which have been called “essential 
Christianity,” says: consider unevangelical and 
rationalistic, for disparages the importance and denies 
the necessity historical Christianity. perilously 
akin, its postulates, the Deism the last century, 
which maintained that the knowledge reason and the 
commands conscience are sufficient, and which held 
Christianity not supernatural redemption, but only 
superior system moral (p. 153). But does 
the doctrine criticised disparage the importance and deny 
the necessity historical most could 
only said, from the stand-point the critic, under- 
value the necessity the historical Chris- 
tianity. The advocates “essential Christianity,” hold 
that historical Christianity and supernatural redemption, 
are absolutely essential, back under it, its ground. 
The difference between this system and radical 
and world-wide, except most superficial view, involving 
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great confusion ideas, this being doctrine thorough 
supernaturalism, while Deism naturalistic religion. 

Again says: This dangerous theory puts the gospel 
level with other religions, and gives precarious 
position. Reduced syllogism, the theory may 
summarized thus: Men cannot saved except through 
Christ and his gospel; men can saved who never heard 
Christ and his gospel; therefore, the knowledge men 
have nature really the gospel which they never 
heard. But the proposition which has been slipped 
under the guise minor premise really flat con- 
tradiction the major, while the conclusion far out 
the road company with forms unbelief which were 
long ago driven out defeat and shame” (p. 154). 
agree with the critic that the conclusion which 
drawn expresses form unbelief long since “driven 
out defeat and shame.” But what the conclusion 
drawn from? Not, logically, from the premises stated, 
nor from any summary the belief criticised. can 
only drawn from the premises foisting into the 
major, the interpretation it, clause that not 
there, changing from cannot saved except 
through Christ and his gospel” cannot saved 
except through the Christ and his gospel,” 
which radically different proposition, and begs the 
question issue. this unwitting change the major 
premise that makes “the flat contradiction.” The only 
logical inference from the premises, originally 
which fairly enough, perhaps, summarizes, this particu- 
lar, the views those who believe the possibility 
the salvation persons outside the proclamation the 
gospel—is this: Therefore, men may saved through 
Christ and his gospel who never heard Christ and his 
inference which yet remains demolished, 
and which involves gospel, still supernatural and divine, 
and that danger losing itself among other re- 
ligions sinking the level Deism. 

This confounding the range the saving power 
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Christ with that the saving power the 
Christ great impeachment Christ’s grace and 
the largeness and efficacy the powers the gospel. 
leads the writer the article hesitate and demur, 
and almost question the rounded and perfect salvation 
the Old Testament saints this life, regarding them, con- 
cessively, that which was preparatory 
the gospel and directly predictive it...... For the 
completeness their redemption, they had clearer 
edge, after death, God’s love revealed Christ” (p. 
151). Was this for the completeness their redemption 
leads him hold, also, the virtuous heathen “only 
receptive salvation but not actually regenerate.” 
causes him undervalue the spiritual evidences regen- 
eration the character, by. the side the intellectual 
one, having certain kind historical 
exalts specific knowledge— helpful that knowledge 
confessedly is, and the head all kinds mere knowl- 
its strict ethical value, shown every 
revival religion actual spiritual results, which 
many cases seem quite independent the amount the 
true knowledge the historical Christ possessed the 
converts. delays salvation, when the penitent soul, 
ignorant the gospel, is, according its ripe 
for it, till the lacking intellectual element 
arrests the saving power Christ when both and the 
needy one are ready, till the slower agencies histori- 
cal process can come and open the way for Him the 
work. restricts the freedom and the flow divine 
grace, designed reach the ends the earth the 
coming Christ, till man, angel, glorified Christ, 
can come, this world the next, and explain the cen- 
tral chapter the world’s history those who have not 
heard understood it. 

All this done maintain the theory future proba- 
tion. Yet the writer seems look the hypothesis, 
after all, practically almost barren and unprofitable 
one, even true. well says: much reason 
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believe that this present life the most favorable oppor- 
tunity for moral renewal Christ. The gospel 
earthly, historical religion, wrought out the deeds and 
sacrifices the man Christ Jesus, who lived under the 
conditions human, earthly life, who dwelt the cities 
and villages Judea, who walked the valleys and 
the mountains Galilee, and who died ona hill-side 
this earth. Our bodily life the acceptable time 
saved Him who the days his flesh offered 
prayers and supplications with strong crying and tears” 
(p. 147). Again, well says: who have the gos- 
pel while they are the body are the decisive period. 
Neither Scripture, nor the observed tendency character 
become permanently fixed, especially under the gospel, 
afford any reason hope that more favorable, or, indeed, 
any opportunity will given after death.” this 
adds: “But for those who not know God Christ 
during the earthly life, seems probable that the 
knowledge they need will given after death” (p. 160). 

Thus the writer concedes that this life the best time 
for moral renewal, and doubts whether any who have the 
knowledge Christ this life will have any other oppor- 
tunity. Yet multitudes who have knowl- 
edge the historical Christ here die, giving evidence 
having accepted him their Saviour. what value, 
then, can future probation those who have not 
heard him, unless comes altogether another and 
anew way? Does not this show that the theorist him- 
self holds his hypothesis from sentimental reasons, while 
regarding little practical worth? For such rea- 
sons, worth while for robust, self-centred natures 
accept hypothesis for which diligent search does not 
discover particle proof the Scriptures, which 
contrary the traditions and faith our churches, which 


revolutionary theology, which swift logical and 


natural tendencies hastens Niagara plunge into Uni- 
versalism, and for which that and other errors stand with 
outstretched arms beckoning on? 
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ARTICLE IIL. 
THE BOOK JUBILEES. 


TRANSLATED FROM THE ETHIOPIC PROFESSOR SCHODDE, PH.D., 
CAPITAL UNIVERSITY, COLUMBUS, 


III. And the sixth day the second sab- 
bath brought, the command the Lord, Adam 
all the animals and all the beasts and all the birds and 
every thing that moves the earth and every thing that 
moves the water, each according their kind, and each 
according their similarity: the first day the animals; 
the beasts the second day; the birds the third day; 
every thing that moves the earth the fourth what- 
ever moves the water the fifth day. And Adam 
gave unto each its name; and called them, this was 
And these five days Adam saw this: 
male and female each kind that the earth, but 
that was alone and could not find companion who 
could aid such he. And God said 
“Tt not good that man should alone: let make for 
him helpmeet like unto him.” And the Lord our God 
caused stupor fall upon him and slept, and took 
for wife one rib from amongst his ribs, and this rib was 
made into woman from amongst his ribs, and built 
flesh there its place, and woman. And 
awakened Adam out his sleep, and awakening arose 
the sixth day and came her and knew her and said 
unto her: ‘This now bone from bone and flesh from 
flesh: this one shall called wife, for she came 
and originated from man. For this reason man and 
wife shall one, and for this reason man shall leave his 
father and his mother and will connect himself with his 
wife, and they shall one flesh. And the first sev- 


the angel who narrating these matters to’ Moses. 
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enth was Adam created, and his wife his side, and 
the second seventh showed her and that 
account the command was given observe their defile- 
ment seven days male and twice seven days for 

And when Adam had completed forty days the 
land where had been created, brought him into the 
garden Eden, that should work and watch it; but 
his wife they brought the eightieth day, and after 
this she entered the garden; and this account the com- 
mandment written the tablets reference 
her that gives birth, that “if she brings forth male, 
she shall remain her uncleanness seven days according 
the first week days, and thirty days shall she abide 
the blood purifying, and she shall touch nothing 
holy and shall not enter into the sanctuary until these 
days are completed for her who has male child. But 
she who has female child shall remain her uncleanness 
two weeks, according the first two weeks, and sixty-six 
days the blood purifying, and all the days for her 
shall 10. And she having completed these 
eighty days brought her into the garden Eden, for 
holy above the whole earth, and every tree that 
planted holy. And this account was ordained 
concerning her that gives birth male female this 
law for these days, that they shall touch nothing holy nor 
enter sanctuary until these days for male female 
are completed.’ 11. This law and testimony was given 

e., she was created the same time with Adam, but and within 
him, and was only the second week that she became separate creature. 

Lev. xii. 


this and similar works the laws God and his ordinances 
are looked upon taken from the tablets heaven; especially this idea 
and expression found the Testamentum XII. 

Lev. xv. 

the present day yet this law preserved the Church Abyssinia. 
Cf. Thiersch’s elaborate articles Abyssinia the July and August num- 
bers the Allgm. Conservat. Monatschrift for 1884. 
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and written for the children Israel that they should 
observe all the days. 12. And the first week the 
first jubilee Adam and his wife were the garden 
Eden seven years working and watching it; and gave 
them work and taught them work every thing that 
offered itself for work. 13. And labored and was naked 
and did not know and was not ashamed, and watched 


the garden against the birds and the animals and the 


and gathered its fruits and ate and laid aside the 
rest for himself and his wife, and laid aside that which 
had guarded for himself. 14. And having ended the 
completion seven years which completed there, 
the seventh year exactly, and the second month, the 
seventeenth the month, the serpent came and ap- 
proached the woman, and the serpent said the woman: 
“Has God commanded that you shall not eat any 
the fruit the tree the 15. And she said 
it. has told us, Eat from all the fruit the trees 
the garden, but from the fruit the tree which the 
midst the garden shall not eat, nor shall touch it, 
that die not!’” And the serpent said the 
woman: will surely not die, but because God knows 
that which day eat your eyes shall opened 
and shall like gods and will know good and evil.” 
17. And the woman saw the tree that was pleasant and 
pleased the eye, and that its fruit was good eat; she 
took from and ate. 18. And she first covered her shame 
with fig leaves, and gave her husband, and ate, and 
his eyes were opened and saw that was 
And took fig leaves and sewed them together and 
made for himself apron and covered his shame. 20. 
And God cursed the serpent and was enraged for- 
ever; and was enraged the woman also, because she 
had obeyed the voice the serpent, and said her: 
shall surely increase thy pains and thy trouble; thy 


this point our book differs from other apocalypses where the animals 
before the fall are represented harmless. 


pains bear children, and thy husband thy refuge, 
and shall thy lord.” 21. And Adam said: 
Because thou didst obey the voice thy wife and didst 
eat from this tree which had commanded thee that 
thou shouldst not eat, let the earth cursed account 
thy deed; thorns and thistles shall bring forth for 
thee; and eat thou thy bread the sweat thy brow 
until thou returnest the earth from which thou hast 
been taken; for earth thou art, and earth thou shalt 
return.” 22. And made for them garments skin 
clothed them, and sent them from the garden. 23. 
And that day which Adam came out the garden 
Eden offered, sweet savour, burnt offering: 
frankincense and galbanum and myrrh spices, the morn- 
ing with the rising the sun, the day when cov- 
ered his shame. 24. And that day was closed the 
mouth all the animals and the beasts and the 
birds and whatever walks and whatever moves, 
that they could not speak; for they all had spoken with 
each other one lip and one 25. And sent out 
the garden Eden all flesh that was the garden 
Eden, and all flesh was scattered according its kinds 
and according its natures the places which had been 
created for them. 26. And Adam alone did give 
cover his shame, all the animals and beasts. 27. 
this account commanded the tablets heaven con- 
cerning all who know the judgment the law, that they 
shall cover their shame and shall not uncover themselves 
the gentiles uncover themselves. 28. And the new 
moon the fourth month Adam and his wife came out 
the garden Eden and dwelt land Elda, the 
land their creation. 29. And Adam called the name of. 
his wife Eve. 30. And they did not have until the 
first jubilee year; and after this knew her. 31. But 
cultivated the land, had been taught the garden 
Eden. 


The idea that animals spoke before the fall not confined this book. 


IV. And the third week the second 
jubilee she gave birth Cain, and the fourth she gave 
birth Abel, and the fifth she gave birth her daugh- 
ter And the first [week] the third jubilee 
Cain slew Abel, because [God] accepted offering from 
his hands, but did not receive fruit offering from the 
hands Cain. And slew him the field; and 
his blood cried aloud from earth heaven lamenting that 
had slain him, and God punished Cain, because had 
slain Abel. And made refugee over the earth, 
account the blood his brother, and cursed him 
upon the earth. And this account written 
the tablets heaven: who slays his neigh- 
bor wickednegs, and all who hear shall say, ‘So it!’ 
and the man who sees and does not announce it, cursed 
like the other.” And this account hear- 
ing come announce before the Lord our God all the 
sins which take place heaven and earth, and light 
and darkness, and everywhere. And Adam and his 
wife mourned for Abel four weeks years; and the 
fourth year the fifth week became joyful and knew 
his wife again, and she brought forth for him son, and 
they called his name Seth; for said: “The Lord has 
raised for second seed the earth the place 
Abel; for Cain slew him.” the sixth week begat 
his daughter And Cain took his sister 
himself wife, and she brought forth for him Enoch 
the end the fourth jubilee. And the first year 
the first week the fifth jubilee houses were built the 
earth, and Cain built city, and called the name 
his son Enoch. And Adam knew Eve, his wife, and 

Who invented this and the other non-biblical names that are found 
this and the following chapters not known. the whole known litera- 
ture that day and kind there other book that contains many 
them does the one before us, may not incorrect think that the 
author himself invented many. But certainly not the originator the 


idea inventing such names. Indications abound that the popular Jewish 
faith the day had many such names. 
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she brought forth yet nine sons. 11. And the fifth 
week this jubilee Seth took his sister himself 
wife, and the fourth [year] she brought forth for 
him Enos. And began first call upon the name 
the Lord the earth. 13. And the seventh jubilee, 
the fifth week, Enos took his sister himself 
wife, and she brought forth for son the third year 
the fifth week, and called his name Cainan. 14. And 
the end the eighth jubilee Cainan took himself 
wife his sister, and she bore for him son the 
ninth jubilee, the first week, the third year this 
week, and called his name Malalél. 15. And the 
second week the tenth jubilee Malalél took unto him- 
self wife Sina, the daughter the daughter 
the sister his father, and she bore him son the 
third week, the sixth year, and called his name 
Jaréd; for his days the angels the Lord descended 
upon the earth, that are called Watchmen,” that they 
should teach the children men judgment and 
right over the earth. 16. And the eleventh jubilee 
Jaréd took himself wife, and her name was 
daughter daughter the sister his father, 
the fourth week this jubilee; and she bore for him 
son the fifth week, the fourth year, 
and called his name Enoch. 17. was the first one 
from among the children men that are born the 
earth learn writing and knowledge and wisdom. 
And wrote the signs heaven” according the 


name which the angels Gen. vi. sqq. are known apoc- 
alyptic literature. Their evil deeds and the consequences thereof form the 
burden the oldest portion the book Enoch. that here related 
them and Enoch based upon the account there given, and the whole 
matter treated the writer’s translation that book. Cf. 
especially the Introduction, sqq., and chap. vi. and sqq. the book 
itself, together with the notes. 


The standard reputation Enoch among legend-loving Jews, Christians, 
and Mohammedans. Cf. Enoch (Introd.) pp. 14-17. The writing here 
referred the book Enoch. 
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order their months ina book, that the sons men 
might know the time the year according their sepa- 
rate months. 19. was the first write testimony, 
and testified the children men concerning the 
generations the earth, and explained the weeks the 
jubilees, and made known them the days the years, 
and arranged the months and explained the sabbaths 
the years made them known him. 20. And what 
was and what will saw vision the night 
dream, and will happen the children men 
their generations until the day judgment; saw and 
learned every thing and wrote testimony and laid 
the testimony the earth over all the children men 
and for their generations. 21. And the twelfth jubilee, 
the seventh week thereof, took himself wife, 
and her name was Edna, the daughter Daniel, the 
daughter the sister his father; and the sixth year 
this week she bore him son, and called his name 
Methusaleh. 22. And then was with the angels God 
six years this jubilee, and they showed all things 
earth and heaven, the rule the sun, and wrote 
down all things. 23. And testified the Watchmen, 
those that sinned with the daughters men; for they had 
commenced mix with the daughters the earth, 
that they were defiled; and Enoch testified against them 
all. 24. And was removed from the midst the chil- 


dren men, and conducted him into the garden 


greatness and for honor, and behold here was 
engaged writing down the judgment and the eternal 
condemnation and all the wickedness the sons the 
children men. 25. And his account [God] brought 
the deluge over the whole land for there 
was set sign and that should testify over all the 

This somewhat strange statement, and the text may corrupt. 
The term ‘‘land Eden” generally the same simply Eden. The 
connection might lead the thought that all but Eden was then destroyed, 


was longer inhabited since Adam’s expulsion. negative particle 
some sort may have dropped out. 


sons the children men, that should declare all the 
deeds the generations until the day judgment. 26. 
And offered burnt offering the west side the 
sanctuary [?] which was pleasing before the Lord the 
hill the for there are four places the Lord 
earth: the garden Eden and the hill the east it,” 
and this hill which thou art to-day, the hill Sinai, 
and the hill Zion, which will sanctified the new 
creation for sanctification the earth: through the 
earth will sanctified from all its sin and its uncleanness 
the generation 27. And the fourteenth 
jubilee Methusaleh took unto himself his wife Edna, 
the daughter the daughter the sister his 
father, the third week first year this week, and 
begat son and called his name Laméch. And the 
fifteenth jubilee, the third week, Laméch took himself 
wife, and her name was the daughter Bara- 
kél, the daughter the sister his father; and this 
week she bore him son, and called his name Noah, 
saying: one will comfort account all 
work and account the earth which the Lord has 
cursed.” 28. And the end the nineteenth jubilee, 
the seventh week, the sixth year thereof, Adam died, 
and all his sons buried him the land the creation 
Adam, and was the first buried the earth, and 
lacked seventy years one thousand years; for one 
thousand years are like one day the testimony 
and therefore was written concerning the 
tree knowledge: “On the day which eat thereof 
shall And for this reason did not com- 

Naturally the locality the first two these sacred places cannot 


ascertained may that the writer himself had accurate idea this 
matter. 

Referring the hope all writers Jewish apocalypses that God 
would establish Israel his ruling people Zion, and from that centre 
spread his blessings over all nations. This one the most fixed hopes 
this and similar works. 
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plete the years this day; for died. 30. the 
end this jubilee Cain was killed, after him, the same 
year; and his house fell upon him, and died the 
midst the house, and was killed with his stones, for 
with stone had killed Abel, and with stone was 
killed judgment righteousness. 31. this 
account ordained the tablets heaven: With the 
instrument with which man kills his neighbor, shall 
killed; wounded him, shall thus they him.” 
32. And the fifty-fifth jubilee Noah took himself 
wife, and her name was the daughter Rakél 
the daughter his sister [sic] the first year, the 
fifth week; and the third year thereof she bore him 
Shem, the fifth year thereof she bore him Ham, and 
the first year the sixth week she bore him Japhet. 
And happened, when the sons the chil- 
dren men commenced increase over the face the 
whole earth and daughters were born them,that the angels 
the Lord saw them one year this jubilee, that they 
were beautiful look upon; and they took unto them- 
selves wives from all them whomever they chose, and 
they bore them sons, and these were giants.” And 
injustice increased over the earth and all flesh corrupted 
its way, from men animals and beasts and birds 
and all that walks upon the earth; all corrupted 
their ways and their orders and began devour each 
other, and unrighteousness increased over the earth, and 
all the thoughts the knowledge all the sons men 
were thus wicked all the days. And the Lord looked 
upon the earth, and behold was corrupt, and all flesh 
corrupted its order and they all did evil before his eyes, 
all that were the earth. And said: shall 
destroy mankind and all flesh that has been created above 
face the earth.” And Noah alone found grace 
The /ex based partly Lev. xxiv. 19, 20. 
note iv. 15. 


the spheres which the Creator had assigned them, 


The Book Jubilees. 


before the eyes the Lord. And concerning the. 
angels whom had sent upon the earth, was greatly 
enraged, that would root them out all their power; 
and said that should bind them the depths 
the earth; and behold they are bound the midst of. 
them [depths] and separate. And against their children 
came word from before the face the Lord, that they 


should slain with sword and removed from under 


heaven. And said: spirit shall not abide over 
men forever, for they are flesh; and let their days one 
hundred and twenty years.” And sent into their 
midst his sword that each should slay his neighbor; and 
they began slay one the other until they all fell upon 
the sword and were destroyed from the earth. And 
their fathers witnessed it; and these were bound 
the depths the earth, until the the great 
judgment for the coming punishment unto eternity 
over all those who have corrupted their ways and their 
works before the Lord. 10. And destroyed all their 
places, and there was not left single one them who 
was not judged according all their wickedness. 11. And 
made for all his works new and righteous nature, 
that they did not sin their entire nature unto eternity 
and were righteous each his generation 
And the judgment all ordained and written the tab- 
lets the heaven and without injustice and all who depart 
from the path which ordained for them walk in, and 
they not walk it, then written down judgment 
for every creature and every generation; and nothing that 
Sheol, the depth, the dark place [can escape] 
all their judgments are ordained written and engraved 
concerning all. 13. will judge the small and the great, 
the great according his greatness and the small accord- 


ing his smallness, and each one according his path. 
14. And not one who has regard for persons, nor 
who receives bribes when says that will hold 


od 

if 
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ment over each one: one gives him all things earth, 
will have regard for his person and will not receive 
any thing from his hands, for the judge. 15. And 
the children Israel has been written and ordained, 
they shall turn him righteousness, will remove all 
their guilt and all their sins. 16. ordained 
and written that will show mercy all who turn from 
all their errors, once each year. 17. And concerning all 
those who corrupted their ways and works before the 
flood, had regard for their persons, with the excep- 
tion Noah alone; for had regard for his person 
account the sons saved from the water 
the flood for his for his heart was righteous all 
his ways, had been commanded concerning it, and 
had not transgressed any thing that had been ordained 
for him. 18. And the Lord said: “Every thing that 
the dry land and every thing that created, from men 
animals and beasts and birds and whatever moves 
upon the earth, shall destroyed.” 19. And com- 
manded Noah build ark for himself that might 
save him from the water the flood. 20. And Noah 
made ark every thing had commanded him 
the [twenty-seventh] jubilee, the fifth week, the fifth 
year. 21. And entered the sixth [year] thereof, 
the second month, the new moon the second month: 
until the sixteenth thereof entered and all that 
brought him into the ark, and the Lord locked from 
without the seventeenth, eve. 22. And the Lord 
opened seven flood-gates heaven and the mouths the 
fountains the great deep, seven number. 23. 
And the flood-gates began pour down water from 
heaven forty days and forty nights, and the fountains 
the deep also sent waters, until the whole world was 
full water. 24. And the water increased upon the 
earth: fifteen ells the waters were raised over all the high 


Noah’s sons were not themselves worthy being saved, but 
escaped death for their father’s sake, 
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mountains, and the ark was lifted above the earth and 
moved upon the face the waters. 25. And the water 
remained standing upon the face the earth five months, 
one hundred and fifty days. 26. And the ark proceeded 
and rested upon the top one the mountains 


Ararat. 17. And the fourth month the fountains 


the great deep were closed, and the flood-gates heaven 
were restrained, and the new moon the seventh 
month all the mouths the deep the earth were 
opened, and the water began descend into the deep 
below. 28. And the new moon the tenth month the tops 
the mountains became visible, and the new moon the 
first month the earth became visible. 29. And the waters 
disappeared from above the earth the fifth week, the 
seventh year thereof, and the seventeenth day the 
second month the earth became dry. 30. And the 
twenty-seventh thereof opened the ark and sent out 
the animals and the beasts and the birds and whatever 
moves. 

And the new moon the third month 
came out the ark and built altar that 
And appeared the earth, and took young goat 
and atoned its blood for all the guilt the earth, 
because every thing that had been was destroyed 
except those that were the ark with Noah; and 
placed the fat the altar, and took and goat 
and sheep and young goats and salt and turtle dove 
and the young and brought burnt sacrifice 
upon the altar and scattered over them fruit offerings 
baked oil and sprinkled the blood and wine, and placed 
frankincense, and sweet savour arose which was 
acceptable before the Lord. And the Lord smelt the 
sweet savour, and made with him covenant that there 
should more flood upon the earth which would 
destroy the earth: all the days the earth, seed and har- 
vest shall not cease, frost and heat and summer and win- 
ter and day and night shall not change their order and’ 


| 


shall not cease forever. “And_ye, grow and increase 
the earth and increase over it, and for blessing 
its midst: your fear and your terror will put upon every 
thing that the earth and the sea. And, behold, 
have given you all the animals and all the beasts and 
every thing that flies and every thing that moves the 
earth and the fish the waters and all things for food; 
like the herbs grass, have given them all 
eat. Only flesh which its life with blood shall 
not eat: for the blood the soul all flesh, that your 
blood your souls not demanded you. From 
the hands each one will demand the blood man; 
every one that sheddeth the blood man, the hand 
man shall his blood shed; for the image God 
did create Adam. But grow and increase upon 
the earth.” And Noah and his sons swore that they 
would not eat any blood that any flesh, and they 
made covenant before the Lord God for ever, all the 
generations the world, this month. this 
account spoke thee that thou shouldst make cove- 
nant with the children Israel this month upon the 
mountain, with oath, and shouldst sprinkle blood over 
them account all the words the covenant which 
the Lord has made with them for all And this 
testimony written concerning you, that you observe 
all days, that not all days eat any blood ani- 
mals and birds and beasts all the days the earth; and 
the man who eats the blood animal beasts 
birds all the days the earth, and his seed shall 
rooted out the land. 12. And thou command the children 
Israel that they shall not eat any blood, that their names 
and their seed may before the Lord our God all the days. 
13. And for this law there limit days, for for 
and they shall observe generation and gen- 
eration, that they may continue supplicating their 
behalf with blood before the Lord the altar each 


The covenant Sinai regarded renewal the Noachic covenant. 
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day and day; mornings and evenings they shall supplicate 
their behalf perpetually before the Lord, that they may 
observe this and not rooted out. 14. And gave 
Noah and his sons sign that there should not again 
deluge over the earth; placed his bow the cloudsas the 
sign the eternal covenant that water the deluge 
should again come over the earth destroy all the 
days the earth. 15. this account ordained and 
written the tablets heaven that the celebration 
the festival weeks should this month, once year, 
for renewed covenant each year and 16. And 
during the time this festival was being celebrated 
heaven, from the days creation the days Noah, 
was twenty-six jubilees and five weeks years; and Noah 
and his sons observed seven jubilees and one week 
years until the time when Noah died. 17. But his chil- 
dren violated until the days Abraham, and they ate 
blood. But Abraham alone observed it, and Isaac and 
Jacob observed it, for these are his children, thy 
day; and thy day the children Israel forgot until 
renewed for them this mountain. 18. And thou 
command the children Israel that they should observe 
this festival all their generations commandment for 
them: one day the year, this month, they shall cele- 
brate this festival. For the festival weeks and 
festival first fruits; for this festival double 
nature and double kind, written and engraved con- 
cerning its celebration. 20. For have written the 
book the first law which wrote thee that thou 
shouldst observe its time one day year; and have 
explained thee the offerings that day, that they 
should remembered and that the children Israel 
should celebrate one day each year. 21. And the 


will observed here and throughout the book that the author con- 
nects the religious system and worship Israel not only with the ordinances 
the tablets heaven, but also with important events the lines the 
patriarchs. 
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new moon the first month, and in.the new moon the 
fourth month, and the new moon the seventh month, 
and the new moon the tenth month are the days 
remembrance and the days the festivals the four 
divisions the years: written and ordained they are for 
testimony until eternity. 22. And Noah ordained them 
for himself festivals for tuture generations, for them 
there was 23. the new moon 
the first month was said him that should make for 
himself ark, and the earth became dry, and 
opened [the ark] and saw the earth. And the new 
moon the fourth month the mouth the flood-gates 
the lowest deep was closed. 24. And the new moon:of 
the seventh month all the mouths the flood-gates the 
earth were opened and the waters began descend into 
the depth beneath. 25. And the new moon the 
tenth month the tops the mountains appeared, and 
Noah became glad. 26. And this account ordained 
them festivals remembrance unto himself unto eter- 
nity, and thus they are ordained. 27. And they 
raised into the tablets heaven: thirteen sabbaths 
each, from one another their remembrance, from the 
first the second, from the second the third, from the 
third the fourth. 28. And all the days this com- 
mandment are fifty-two sabbaths days, and the whole 
year completed. 29. Thus engraved and ordained 
the tablets heaven, and there transgression 
from one year another. And thou command the chil- 
dren Israel that they should observe the years this 
number, three hundred and sixty-four days, and the year 
shall complete and the fixed date their days and 
their festivals shall not corrupted, for every thing 
transpires them according their testimony, and they 
shall not miss day corrupta festival. 31. But 
they transgress and not observe them according 
his commandment, then will corrupted all their 
fixed dates, and the years will waver consequence, and 
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also their times and their years, and they will transgress 
their ordinances. 32. And all the children Israel will 
forget and will not find the paths the years, and will 
forget the new moon and the sabbaths and the festivals, 
and all the order the years they 33. For 
know, and from now shall make known thee, 
and not from heart, but thus written book 
before and ordained the tablets heaven, the 
division the days, that they forget not the festivals 
covenant and walk according the festivals the 


after their errors and after their ignorance. 34. 


And there will those who will make observations 
the moon, for this one [the moon] corrupts the stated 
times and comes out earlier each year ten days. 35. 
And this way they will corrupt the years and will 
observe wrong day the day testimony and cor- 
rupted festival day, and every one will mix holy days 
with unclean ones and unclean with holy; for they will 
err months and sabbaths and festivals and jubilees. 
36. And this account command thee and testify 
thee that thou shouldst testify them, for after thy death 
thy children will corrupt, that they make year only 
three hundred and sixty-four days,” and this account 
they will err new moons and sabbaths and fixed 
times and festivals and will ever eat blood with all kinds 
flesh. 


How this statement reconciled with verse not clear. 
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ARTICLE IV. 
THE CANON THE OLD TESTAMENT. 


THE REV. EDWIN BISSELL, D.D., PROFESSOR HARTFORD 
THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY. 


THE Greek word for canon has interesting 
history. Its original meaning was straight rod ruler. 
Then, being itself straight, came mean something 
that measured tested straightness other things, both 
material and immaterial. stood, especially, for the 
norm, regulating principle. Grammatical rules, for 
example, were called “canons.” The monochord used 
the basis musical intervals was styled their “canon.” 
Great epochs history, made serve the determina- 
tion intermediate dates, were entitled chronological 
canons.” And still more pertinent sense, certain 
higher class Greek authors, taken collectively, were 
spoken forming literary canon, that is, furnish- 
ing worthy model good taste composition. This 
last usage marks the final stage one line development, 
the word going over this point from active into 
passive sense. From being used measure something, 
was used for something that had been itself measured 
and had passed into the category approved 

Now, our information ceased here, should infer 
that the present somewhat extraordinary technical use 
the term canon arose this way. But not all 
probable, since the word, even its Greek form, has gone 
through almost precisely the same series changes 
biblical and ecclesiastical literature. the original 
the apocryphal book Judith,’ for instance, where 
first find it, employed its primitive sense 


See Liddell Scott’s Greek Lex. 
xiii. Cf. textual note Apocrypha, New York, 1880, 
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straight rod, improperly rendered the common version 
“pillar.” the New Testament twice occurs with the 
meaning measure norm,’and the second the 
two passages Cor. 13) there already foreshadow- 
ing the later patristic usage. Clement still 
adheres, general, the New Testament definition but 
Clement who speaks the “canon 
truth,” and others his contemporaries find broaden- 
ing signify, not single rule alone; but the leading, 
fundamental principles governing the church Christ. 
So, little little, the word took the higher meaning 
rule doctrine, certain correct type teaching 
over against that which was erroneous heretical. From 
this point the transfer the title from the doctrine itself 
the collection books supposed contain was not 
far off. 

first parts books only, such came frequently 
into use church festivals, were referred 
ized.” That is, they were understood form part 
the established law and order the discipleship. The 
term canon applied the Bible whole designate 
its proper contents, first meet with about the middle 
the fourth century, nearly simultaneously 
and one the utterances the council Laodicea 
(A. Uncanonical books, which were meant 
those outside the current catalogue the sacred Scrip- 
tures, were declared have authority within the 
church. Near the same time Amphilochius, Bishop 
Iconium (from 375), list biblical books 
imputed him remarks towards its close: This should 
the most correct canon the divinely inspired Scrip- 


Gal. vi. 16, ‘‘as many walk this rule.” 
Cor. vii. xli. 

Strom. vi. 15; vii. 16. 

Epistolae Festales, xxxix. 


Patrologia Graeca (Ed. Migne, 1857), xxvi. Col. 1456, canon fifty-nine. 
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tures.”* Shortly after this period numerous witnesses 
testify the common adoption the term this tech- 
nical sense, namely, indicating the proper measure 
the contents the Bible and since then, the present 
day, has been well-nigh universal. 

the canon the Old Testament, then, desire 
understood meaning those books which, their col- 
lective form, properly make the Old Testament. 
should said however, way limitation, that, this 
paper, shall use that most significant word properly 
almost exclusively historical sense. propose 
treat the subject, far well possible, from purely 
historical point view. would perfectly legitimate, 
course, and far more common, discuss ona much 
broader platform. There are many persons, indeed, who 
carelessly employ the epithet canonical though were 
necessarily identical with genuine and authentic, with 
inspired and authoritative. But thisis really confounding 
two very dissimilar things, and the confusion 
the more regretted, because likely bring what 
might calm, historical inquiry largely under the 
influence dogmatic considerations. The questions 
now propose ourselves are much simpler. What books, 
historically considered, formed the Old Testament collec- 
tion the Jews? How and when did that collection 
When, especially, was concluded? Was 
there more than one such final collection? Did it, but 
one, include within itself the sum the Hebrew literature 
its time? would be, true, quite fair, and very 
practical question debate among other related questions, 
what principle books were admitted the Jewish 
canon excluded from it, and what kind authority 
embraced within the Old Testament collection? But 
must insist, the face very prevalent habit the con- 
trary, that such questions are means logically 
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involved the others. They would certainly greatly 
complicate inquiry which will found none too easy 
when carried purely historical 

admitted all sides that the Jews had canon 
Scriptures collection books, definitely segregated 
them from all others and held peculiar esteem. 
seeking answer the question what this canon was, and 
how arose, two natural and justifiable courses are open 
may start with the books themselves, and the 
very distant period which the earliest them represent, 
carefully tracing, within themselves, contemporane- 
ous literature, any indications presupposing demanding 
such collection, and from there move downward the 
time when.there longer any doubt concerning either 
the existence, the completed contents it. 
may begin with completed and acknowledged canon, 
and from that point move backward along the whole 
course its development pursuit the same object. 
The one method, consistently and thoroughly applied, 
practicable, and for all that can see, scientific, 
the other. The special advantages the latter, which 
adopt, would seem that there more likelihood 
one’s learning the exact truth proceeding from the 
clear the less clear than reversing the process. The 
best way discover the actual sources river 
follow the channel upward till those sources are reached 
and identified. Nor need that hinder the explorer from 
carefully noting the river’s course, whether straight 
tortuous, the incoming streams which here and there 
increase its volume, any supposable uncertainty there 
may about its point. might expected, 
rather, comparison with other methods, the one 
best adapted facilitate correct conclusions all these 
respects. 

will, accordingly, make the first century the 
Christian era our point departure. generally 
agreed that the canon the Old Testament was closed 
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from hundred and fifty two hundred and fifty years 
Dissentients from this view among biblical 
scholars and critics may truthfully said somewhat 
rare. Nevertheless they shall not overlooked. 
not wish leave any thing assumption. can 
shown from three wholly independent, though mutually 
complementary witnesses, that before the year one our 
era there was fixed collection, definite corpus, highly 
sacred Old Testament books and that there every 
reason suppose that included all the Old Testament 
literature now regarded us, Protestants, canonical 
and that included only that. Let begin the investi- 
gation with the New Testament, which, without prejudice 
our possibly varying theories inspiration, may here 
cited simply credible history the point under 
review. 

The statement indubitable, and would universally 
admitted, that the Old Testament continually referred 
the New established and generally recognized 
body sacred ancient writings. The Master charged 
his countrymen with disobeying what called the 
“Scriptures,” nullifying and bringing them into disrepute 
their traditions; but not discover that ever 
much hinted that they did not possess them had 
shown any want care their preservation trans- 
mission. well justify his own extraordinary claims, 
confound the machinations his enemies, made 
his appeal, severally and collectively them. Nor 
learn that any objection ever arose his time such 
practice, that there was any dispute whatever among 
those who immediately surrounded him, touching either the 
latitude the limitation the list books referred to. 
was with him and with them, may judge from their 
common attitude and usage, not something that was pro- 
cess, but already entity and entirety, mutually ac- 
knowledged revered standard conduct beyond which 
there was appeal. Besides naming these writings 
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“the Scriptures,” also called them “the Law,” “the 
Law and the Prophets,” and once “the Law, the Prophets, 
and the Psalms” (Luke xxiv. 44), employing terms des- 
ignate the books their collective form which seem 
have been common both his day and much earlier, and 
actually representing the natural and historical division 
and sequence their several constituent parts. the 
same peculiar, threefold not say title 
—of the books that find the earliest extra-biblical 
reference the Old Testament collection about two cen- 
turies 

What was true the recorded words the Master, was 
less true all New Testament writers. The Old Tes- 
tament was almost their sole literary dependence. There 
principal phase its teachings, ceremonial, ethical, 
spiritual, which they not take and adapt their 
new conditions. There scarcely one its great char- 
acters who not vividly reproduced person doc- 
trine. One the most recent books treating the sub- 
ject Old Testament quotations the New reckons 
their number about six But this makes 
account multitude passages which have simply 
taken the familiar coloring the ancient Scriptures 
without directly citing them. not too much say 
that the whole warp the New Testament borrowed 
from the Old.. The golden woof only Christian. 
vum vetere latet: vetus novo patet.” Jesus, will 
remembered, said: Think not that came destroy the 
law the prophets: came not but fulfill” 
Matt. 17). 

The only books the Old Testament not expressly 
quoted the New seem Judges, Ruth, Chronicles, 


Ecclus. Prologue. surprising that good scholar our friend, 
Dr. Briggs, should translate the here, afterwards 
our fathers,” and then proceed draw the inference from that 
nite number writings referred to. Biblical Study, 131, foot note. 


Toy, Quotations the New Testament, New York, 1884. 
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Ezra, Nehemiah, Esther, Canticles, Lamentations, Obadiah, 
and Jonah. the contents several these, more- 
over, there are such specific allusions lead sup- 
pose that they were not only well known, but held 
equal honor with the only reason, probably, 
why they are not more particularly mentioned is, that 
did not fall with any writer’s special line thought 
refer them. There certainly evidence that single 
book our present list was intentionally omitted New 
Testament writers, that they were the least influenced 
their actions the discussions that, limited extent, 
were going among the rabbins their time respect- 
ing the ethical character some them. This 
sufficiently shown the fact that, while the very small 
number books they not quote there are some that 
never came into such discussion, there are others, like Ec- 
cited, would appear, both Gospel and 
Epistles that were most hotly discussed. Their whole treat- 
ment the matter, short, thoroughly informal. 
attempt ever made them catalogue the sacred 
writings. extremely doubtful whether they even 
knew that they had failed notice some them, say 
nothing colluding so. If,accordingly, can 
proved from other sources that certain books not cited 
them actually formed part the collection their day, 
the most which they cite, then their simple failure 
informally cite these few cannot fairly used prove 
that they rejected them from the list, that they consid- 
ered the canon the Old Testament state 
flux. 

But this not all. There positive evidence from 
another quarter that the New Testament writers looked 


This least true Judges (cf. Heb. xi. f.); Ruth, (the geneal- 
ogy, Matt. i.); Jonah (Matt. xii. 39-41); Chronicles xi. 51), 
and possibly Esther xi, 10); while Lamentations may well have 
been included the many clear references Jeremiah. 


Cf. Rom. iii. 10; Matt. xxiv. 29. 
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upon their collection Scriptures unique, and for 
the time complete, collection. well known that the 
Bible their time was longer the Hebrew. More 
than two centuries before, Hebrew had altogether ceased 
vernacular Palestine. Nor was their Bible Ara- 
maic, although few scholars have recently risked such 
There were, true, oral targums 
Aramaic current these times. They were employed 
the synagogues and were absolutely necessary intel- 
ligent popular participation the synagogue services. 
But there evidence that any targum existed 
written form, before that Onkelos the Pentateuch, 
which arose about the year 150. The written 
Bible the first century and for considerable period 
before and after was the Greek language: that is, 
was the translation the Old Testament known the 
Septuagint. far the largest portion the six hundred 
quotations made from the ancient Scriptures New 
Testament writers were made directly, verbatim litera- 
tim, from this Alexandrian version. had been circu- 
lation already two centuries when Christ was born, and 
had come held high esteem the Jews Pales- 
tine, and the wide dispersion, as, from the first, had 
been esteemed those the Egyptian metropolis. 
such extent was employed the early Christians 
their debates with their Jewish neighbors, that the lat- 
ter became singularly suspicious it, though, some- 
how, had been unfairly won over the Christian side 
the argument. They accordingly had new version 
made, the slavishly literal one Aquila, take its place 
150). Now, connection with this Septua- 
gint version the Old Testament which, practically, was 
the Bible Christ, his apostles, and the early church gen- 
erally, there were found, not simply the so-called 

Gottesdienstliche der Juden, pp. 330 f.; For- 


schungen nach einer Volksbibel, etc. (Wien, 1873); Alttest. Citate 
Test. (Wien, 1878). 
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canonical books but, side side with them, quite num- 
ber others which term “apocryphal.” They were 
religious works Jewish authors repute, some 
them, like the Book Wisdom, and the First 
Book Maccabees, very high order merit, approach- 
ing some parts near the biblical their general 
style and spirit, that many persons, even our own day, 


fail discover much difference between them. These 


works, have reason doubt, were uniformly 
bound with the canonical, circulated just freely 
they, were well known their contents, and must have 
been held little regard the ordinary Bible reader 
and expounder that day. Judging from extant manu- 
scripts and editions the Septuagint, there was nothing 
whatever distinguish, externally, canonical book from 
so-called uncanonical this Bible the first century. 
First Esdras, likely, preceded, now does, the Book 
Ezra, and the Wisdom Solomon and Sirach fol- 
lowed, natural order, Ecclesiastes and the Song 
Solomon. This being the case, noted 
remarkable fact, fact, moreover, which admitted 
such all sides, that not one these dozen more 
books, parts ever quoted our Lord 
his disciples, the least notice taken them standard 
Jewish literature. 

admitted that the Epistle Jude there state- 
ment concerning Enoch and certain prophecy his 


which harmonizes with what said him the pseude- 


pigraphical Book Enoch, although, for aught know, 
both Jude and the Book Enoch—which not differ 
very much from one another have been 
alike dependent for common oral tradition.* And 
the eleventh Hebrews the thought has such 
coloring lead some suppose that the thrilling 
history the heroes floating vaguely before 

See Apocrypha, 665 f.; and cf. Gardiner, The Old and New Testa- 


ments, etc. (New York, 1885) 276 ff. 
XLIII. No. 169. 
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the mind the writer. But must not overlooked 
that the Book Enoch did not that time, ever after- 
ward, form any part the books the Old 
Testament, properly speaking, much less the Alexan- 
drian version the Old Testament. Nor will any one 
assert that the reference the Maccabees, there one, 
any thing more than obscure recognition their suf- 
ferings and heroism, which, matters actual occur- 
rence, one would supposed call question, then 
There history the distant past better 
accredited than that the First Book Maccabees. 
Still, this history, there actual citation; whether 
there any allusion it, extremely questionable. 

Moreover, this peculiar attitude the New Testament 
writers toward their Greek Bible, and their nice discrimi- 
nation among the books which was made up, attracts 
our attention the more from the fact that was far 
enough from being that the apostolic and early church 
fathers. sooner pass beyond the bounds the 
New Testament than discover, once, wide-spread 
recognition and citation the apocryphal books, and that 
without much reference their relative value. Not 
only so, but find men the highest standing the 
church applying them terms which otherwise were 
especially reserved for what they, par excellence, styled 
“Holy Scriptures.” 

How this attitude the New Testament writers 
toward the apocryphal literature their times, con- 
spicuous contrast with even the Christian writers who 
immediately followed them, accounted for? Cer- 
tainly theory expurgation. From the men 
whom should look for such expurgation, had taken 
place, that is, the early church fathers, might expect 
something very different, they had ventured give any 
coloring their own the New Testament books. 

There but one fair conclusion, consequently, 


drawn from this noteworthy fact: the New Testament. 
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writers, one and all, regarded those books the Old Tes- 
tament which call canonical being different cate- 
gory from the apocryphal with which they were associ- 
ated. what degree and what precise sense they 
regarded them, not necessary for our purpose 
determine. The acknowledged fact sufficient. They 
freely quoted the one class, treated them, have said, 
the very warp which made with their golden woof one 
fabric; while from the other, mere literary respect 
scarcely less attractive, list they selected, they accepted, 
nothing. clear, although mere technical term 
could have had force for them, that the idea canon, 
least historically considered, must have been already 
operative. 

There existed for them evident line demarcation 
separating into two classes their national literature. They 
had disposition transgress even here the ancient 
statute which forbade the removal landmarks which 
they old time had set their inheritance (Deut. xix. 14). 
say nothing now the bearing this circumstance 
ticity. But the question the contents the so-called 
canon the Old Testament, what included, when 
was concluded, has most important bearing. must 
never overlooked that the broad current history which 


floated down such literary stuff, good and bad, 


from pre-christian times parted this point, and through 
the clear-cut channel the New Testament books, chan- 
nel definitely marked that its own Jordan, there 
set alone this single and unique stream from Palestine. 

second witness whom would cite for fact 
the completion the Old Testament collection before the 
first century, Philo, contemporary Christ 
and his apostles. was born priestly ancestry 
Alexandria, Egypt, about and made that city 
ever afterward his home. representative char- 
acter among his countrymen there, brother their presi- 
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dent, and himself honored them with important trusts. 
voluminous author and his works were 
mostly biblical topics. fact, his one great aim 
life seems have been discover and emphasize any 
points harmony there might between the Scriptures 
and Greek philosophy. Unfortunately, his case, was 
unfair effort make the Scriptures what they were 
not, order accommodate them current opinions 
and theories, and, like all such compromises human his- 
tory, proved signal failure. the Greeks, whom his 
reasoning was especially intended affect, its influence 
was inconsiderable; thinking Jews who adopted his 
views, was disastrous. If, for example, the Mosaic law 
could, with Philo, and interpreted allegor- 
ically, why could not, with the luxurious Greeks, 
kept allegorically 

Philo nowhere refers the Old Testament collection 
whole, work heretofore ascribed him, which 
this done, having been recently shown, with great prob- 
ability, from another and considerably later 
His citations individual books, however, and his other 
less direct references them, under titles and terms 
showing that regarded them forming distinct and 
peculiarly sacred class, are most abundant. The only 
books not referred are claimed Ezekiel, Daniel, 
and the five so-called megilloth Canticles, Ruth, 
Lamentations, Ecclesiastes, and comparing 
this list with those found apparently unrecognized 


Vita Contemplativa. Cf. Lucius, Die Therapeuten, etc., Strassb., 
1880. 


are still largely dependent for searching examination Philo’s 
works, with respect this matter, Hornemann (Observationes 
trationem Doctrinae Canone Philone. Copenhagen, 1775), 
full abstract whose work appears Eichhorn’s Einleitung 
Hornemann, however, overlooks the fact that Philo (ii. 525, ed. Mangey 
cited Chronicies (see Herzfeld, Geschichte Volkes Is., iii. 96) its 
Greek translation. Philo cites but two the Minor Prophets, but the 
twelve were obviously regarded one book (see Ecclus. xlix. 
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the informal references the New Testament writers, 
find that only two them, Lamentations and Esther, 
are the same, and the former these may, both 
instances, well have been tacitly included the frequent 
citations Jeremiah’s prophecy. 

borne mind, moreover, that Philo’s cita- 
tions, like those the New Testament, are quite inci- 
dental and made solely with the purpose gaining support 
from them for his own positions. never sets out 
give complete list, even general description, the 
books which the Old Testament was his day com- 
posed. Consequently, right say that his 
simple failure adduce book proof that was not 
acquainted with it, rejected from the list, especially 
can shown that such book did actually form 
part this unique collection his day. Siegfried, 
whom Professor Strack says that the scholar most 
thoroughly acquainted with Philo (“bedeutendste Philo- 
our day, declares that the canon this Alex- 
andrian writer was essentially the same our own.” 

this only the positive side the argument. 
Philo, have said, was Alexandrian Jew. His 
Bible, like that the New Testament writers, was, form, 
the Septuagint. was from this that uniformly 
quoted. has been seriously questioned whether 
knew Hebrew all. well acquainted 
with the apocryphal literature which formed inconsid- 
erable part the current Alexandrian roll the Scrip- 
tures. occasionally appropriates single thoughts and 
expressions from them. But quote them, allegorize them 
was accustomed allegorize the Scriptures proper, 
attempt maintain his peculiar views them, 
never does. One would suppose that books were bet- 
ter suited his purpose than were, for example, 
Ecclesiasticus, the Book Wisdom. Some have even 


See ‘‘Kanon Alten Testaments” Herzog’s Encyk., 2te 
Cf. Siegfried, Philo, als Ausleger T., Halle, 1875, 161. 
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maintained, though without finding wide acceptance for 
the theory, that Philo himself wrote the Book Wis- 
dom. Still,so far from ascribing these books the least 
authority, does not even pay them the honor which 
accords Plato, Solon, Hippocrates, and other Greek 
authors, from whom often borrows long 
the other Scriptures, however, habitually applied 
terms the “Oracles,” the “Sacred Writings,” the 
“Prophetic Word.” Their writers styled Prophets,” 

Such epithets, whatever else they may indicate 
Philo’s estimate the authority the Scriptures, cer- 
tainly show, what more important for our present pur- 
pose, that regarded them peculiarly distinct class, 
exclusive, already old, and revered library 
works which, universal consent, appeal might 
taken reasoning the topics which they treated. 
This collection was with him, with the writers the 
New Testament, nothing new, but sacred inheritance 
from the past. both alike, have any right 
draw inferences from their uniform conduct, was 
fixed its limits, and far recognized authoritative 
standard, that these things had long since ceased 
with them, matters discussion. They were the Holy 
Scriptures” the Jews not only Palestine, but the 
wide dispersion: the highest ethical and religious resource 
and the unquestioned arbiter debate. 

Our third witness the Jewish canon the first cen- 
tury Flavius Josephus. was born wealthy and 
distinguished parentage Jerusalem, 38. While 
still youth joined the sect the Pharisees and his 
twenty-sixth year was sent his countrymen 
embassy Rome. Two years later being drawn, con- 
trary his better judgment, into revolt against the 
Romans, and appointed governor Galilee, was made 
prisoner Vespasian. little later, however, the 
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latter’s becoming Emperor, was set liberty and, tak- 
ing his residence Rome, devoted himself liter- 
ary pursuits under the especial patronage the Flavian 
dynasty. 

The language which Josephus wrote was Greek, 
though not exclusively so. His work onthe Jewish Wars 
first appeared Aramaic and was afterwards translated 
into Greek its author. The Jewish Antiquities, 
tory the Jewish people down the year 66, was, 
for the most part, culled from the Old Testament together 
with the additions the Septuagint, and appeared about 
94. Six years later appeared his Autobiography 
which, with considerable haste and heat, sought 
justify, against the accusations one Justus, Tiberias, 
his attitude towards the Romans the rebellion 66. 
fourth work, and, most probably, the only other authentic 
production Josephus, was his apology for Judaism, 
published under the title, Against Apion. According 
and conscientious work:” and here that find 
far the most important testimony this century the 
Jewish canon. all the more valuable that spon- 
taneously given, and, have reason unaf- 
fected any peculiar coloring dogma passion. 

His object set forth the trustworthiness the 
Hebrew history, documentarily supported, con- 
trast with the works Greek authors. affirms 
that the Hebrews had, what the Greeks had not, public 
records, and that they had taken special pains make 
these records correct. The Greeks, the other hand, 
were behind even the Egyptians and Babylonians this 
respect. yield,” says (i. 5), “as regards 
language and eloquence composition; but shall 
give them such preference repects the truthfulness 
ancient history, and, least all, that part which 
concerns the affairs our several countries.” states, 
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what all know true, that among the Hebrews, 
also among the Babylonians and Phoenicians, the matter 
recording and perpetuating correct history had been 
committed the prophets and priests the nation, 
whom, declares, such history had been written “with 
the utmost accuracy.” Then occurs, two sections later 
(i. 8), the famous passage, which, although familiar, 
worthy being quoted full. 

“For have not myriads books contra- 
dicting and out harmony with one another, but twenty- 
two books only, containing the records all past times 
and justly confided divine...... Moreover, 
these, five are from Moses, containing his laws together 
with what had been handed down concerning the origin 
mankind far his own decease. This interval 
time was little short three thousand years. But 
concerns the time from Moses’ decease the reign 
Artaxerxes, king Persia, who reigned after Xerxes, 
the prophets who followed Moses wrote what took place 
their times thirteen books; while the four remaining 
books contain hymns God and precepts for the conduct 
human life. True is, that since the time Arta- 
xerxes, our history has been recorded detail, but has 
not been thought worthy like confidence with the 
former, because there has been exact succession 
prophets. Now, evident from what do, how trust- 
worthy hold our own writings. For albeit many ages 
have already passed, man has ventured either add 
anything them, take anything from them, make. 
any change has been implanted rather all 
Jews, soon ever they are born, both regard them 
teachings God, and abide them, yea, need 
be, gladly die their behalf.” 

Now, one the first things that occurs 
read this testimony is, that fixes, positive statement, 
that which, from the attitude New Testament writ- 
ers,and Philo, had all along been led 
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that the Old Testament collection this time was not only 
peculiarly unique and carefully limited one, but that 
had been brought formal ‘conclusion long time pre- 
vious the period have been considering. second 
thing that noticeable that Josephus 
engaged dispute concerning the canon. What 
has say upon introduced matter secondary 
importance plain narrative events which assumes 
well-known and universally admitted 
compatriots alllands. little concerned lest his 
statement this point should called question, 
that does not even pause the canonical books, 
but thinks sufficient indicate them their number. 
possible for determine what those books were? 
far the larger proportion them, certainly, from his 
own use them other works his which, 
have said, are almost exclusively based these 
very Scriptures. Along with Moses, especially names 
Isaiah, Jeremiah, Ezekiel, Daniel, Jonah, Nahum, Haggai, 
Zechariah prophets, says Joshua was kept amongst the 
temple archives: puts the Book Kings level 
authority with the first Moses, and calls the psalms 
well “psalms “psalms David.” The only 
books our present list, short, which fails indi- 
cate specifically, either name contents, are these four 
Proverbs, Ecclesiastes, Canticles, and Job. Two them, 
will noticed, are books that are directly ascribed 
the Bible Solomon. Josephus knows and speaks 
Solomon writer, though without indicating what 
wrote.” 

the other hand, interesting observe that the 
only two books our present canon which refer- 
ence made either Philo the New Testament, Lam- 
entations and Esther, are expressly adduced Josephus 
(Antiq. 1), the latter even marking for him the 
inus quem the sacred literature. The testimony 
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the two preceding witnesses thus nicely supplemented 
and made formally complete. Mark that these witnesses 
are conspicuously independent oneanother. They rep- 
resent many great religious and social classes among 
the Jews the first century. Their testimony evidently 
incidental and perfectly free. Collusion among them was 
impossible, yet they one and all hold the same attitude 
towards the ancient Scriptures. They all evidently look 
upon the collection one long before finished, two 
them directly stating that this was the case, and declaring 
that nothing had been since added it. Among them 
they make use the way quotation only, and 
with polemic aim, far the canon concerned, 
every book our present list without exception. 

Are liberty then question that they mean just 
those books, and that those, and those only, made 
what they understood the “Holy Scriptures,” the 
God, which are “justly confided divine” 
The great mass biblical critics and scholars, old and new, 
and all shades theological belief promptly answer 
No! Eichhorn, Bertholdt, Oehler, Dillmann, and Strack are 
one, this respect, with Ewald, DeWette, Bleek, Herzfeld, 
Bloch, and host others almost equally well known 
representatives biblical learning modern times. Toso 
large extent this the case that such exceptions 
those Oeder, Corrodi, and Semler, among the earlier, 
and Haneberg, Graetz, and some others” among the later 

was scarcely expected that should find Dr. Briggs giving his 
influence favor extraordinary and poorly supported theory (Bib. 
Study, 129). But Graetz seems him come nearer the mark 
excluding the Song Songs and Ecclesiastes from the list Josephus.” 
the following page Dr. Briggs cites Zunz also saying: Neither 
Philo nor Josephus impart authentic list the sacred writings.” 
From the connection Dr. Briggs’ book which this citation made, the 
impression carried that Zunz did not regard the lists Philo and Josephus 
trustworthy. Nothing further, however, from the thought this 
Jewish meant say, simply, that neither 


these men attempted exact the sacred writings (Gottesdien- 
stliche der Juden, f.), which certainly quite true and 
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critics, may looked upon comparatively solitary. 
Let look, way example, the objections 
Graetz and how supports them. has been over- 
whelmingly refuted, among others Bloch” and Dr. 
Josephus reckons the number Old Testament books 
twenty-two, that is, most suppose, counting the Pen- 
tateuch (5), Joshua, Judges, Samuel, Kings, Isaiah, Jere- 
miah, Ezekiel, the Minor Prophets, Daniel, Ezra, Chron- 
icles, Esther, Job (the historical), Psalms, Proverbs, 
Ecclesiastes, and Canticles (4), Ruth, inferred, was 
reckoned one with Judges, Lamentations with Jeremiah, 
and Nehemiah with Ezra. These common, 
Origen’s catalogue, and the last one reaching 
even the twelfth century ourera. Ruth and Lam- 
entations, however, other lists, that the Talmud, 
which followed doubtless the oldest tradition, were put 
among the Hagiography separate books, making the 
whole number twenty-four instead twenty-two Jose- 
phus does. Strack and others have shown, the pecul- 
iar order the Old Testament books given Jose- 
phus was probably due, first, the influence the Sep- 
tuagint version but, secondly, and, perhaps, chiefly, judg- 
ing from the context which the passage stands, his 
desire emphasize and establish the high character 


enhance, rather than diminish, the value their incidental references. 
When Dr. Briggs admits, little further on: ‘‘We doubt not that the canon 
the Palestinian Jews received its latest addition, common consent, not 
later than the time Judas Maccabeus, and books later composition 
were added afterward,” practically admits what seems dispute just 
before. that canon which understand that Philo, the New Tes- 
tament writers, and Josephus refer, since was, unquestionably them, 
closed collection and which had the less clear, though indirect, support 
the Talmud and the most important witnesses sub-apostolic times. 


Studien zur Geschichte Sammlung Literatur Erste 
Leipz., 1875), pp. 21-36. 


The Book Koheleth (Lond. 1883), pp. 458-462. 
Cf. Prologus Galeatus Libros Regum. 
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the writings the Jews. classifies the 
prophets among the historians, was, and is, usual 
with the Jews, vice regard their historians 
prophets. 

Graetz, now,” disputes the position that Josephus reck- 
oned Job among the historical books. His trouble, how- 
ever, evidently less with Job than with 
and Canticles, which, according him, were not fully 
admitted the canon all, until the second synod 
Jamnia, 118. Hence, denies that Josephus his 
list twenty-two books included these two. Hence, also, 
obliged say, find some ground for his position, 
that Josephus could not have reckoned Job among the his- 
torical books, but among the Hagiography. Ruth 
regarded history and this book, well Lamenta- 
tions, was separately counted, thus making out the full 
number gives, without the two disputed and later can- 
onized. 

not strange that Graetz stands almost entirely iso- 
lated this hypothesis. has more reason for 
excluding Job from Josephus’ list historical books than 
some others which admits that list, and even less 
reason. has reason, except his own theory, for 
classing among the books said Josephus contain 
“hymns God and precepts for the conduct human 
does not answer the description. the 
Book Job, which quoted Philo one the sacred 
collection, forms one the thirteen historical books 
enumerated Josephus, else found place his 
list all. Both Ecclesiastes and Canticles answer 
his description what was contained the third division 
the canon; Job, most emphatically, does not. But, 
further, the enumeration which Josephus makes the Old 
Testament books, is, have said, idiosyncracy 
his. was also that Origen,” who, moreover, gives 

Eusebius, Hist. Ec. vi. 25. 
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the Hebrew name each book, and makes out his twenty- 
two uniting Ruth Judges, and Lamentations 
Jeremiah, have supposed Josephus did. was the 
enumeration and the precise combination Jerome, who, 
observed, followed, doing, the author- 
ity the Septuagint. far the position Ruth, 
next Judges, and Lamentations next Jeremiah, 
concerned, has, too, the support the catalogue 
Melito, Bishop Sardis, who, during his residence 
Palestine, had the best opportunities for learning the 
contents the Palestinian canon. There need be, conse- 
quently, hesitation accepting what acknowledged 
very general consensus biblical scholars, that 
Josephus, his twenty-two books, had mind the books 
which now make the Old Testament our Protestant 


Bibles.” 


Bloch, c., f.) has sufficiently shown the untenableness the the- 
ory the Roman Catholic bishop, Dr. Haneberg, who maintains that 
Chronicles, Esther, Ezra, and Nehemiah formed part the canon 
Josephus, Miiller (Belehrungen vom Kanon 1774, 12) 
refuted the same hypothesis when advanced Oeder, 1771, Freye 
Untersuchungen, etc.) hundred years ago. has been said some, 
however, that Josephus this famous passage expresses merely his own 
private opinion the subject the Old Testament books. But this 
just what Josephus disclaims doing. testifies what was generally cred- 
ited discredited his countrymen, had become, fact, sortof second 
nature with them. Samuel Davidson Canon the Bible, Lond., 1877, 
57), while admitting (p. 34) that the list Josephus agrees with our pres- 
ent canon and that Josephus giving his own private opinions merely, 
still seeks depreciate the importance his testimony saying that 
expressed exaggerated terms and hardly tallies with his use 
Third Esdras preference the canonical Ezra.” And still further, 
goes say that Josephus’ ‘‘authority small;” that ‘‘one who believed 
that Esther was the youngest book the canon, who looked upon Ecclesi- 
astes [this seems unfairly charged against Josephus] and 
Daniel exile production, cannot trusted implicitly.” are far 
from trusting Josephus implicitly. false view the time when Esther 
was composed appears have been shared the Septuagint. true 
that largely used our first book Esdras his and 
have elsewhere shown (in Apocrypha, 69f.), probably, because was 
written much smoother Greek. This did not hinder him, however, from 
sometimes correcting its errors occasionally leaving for the more accu- 
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But what certain disputed books, coneerning which 
much heard some quarters,” and what Alex- 
andrian canon distinction from the Palestinian? 
admitted that there was controversy the Jewish 
rabbinical schools the first. century concerning three 
books, Esther, Canticles, and, limited 
extent, Proverbs. But the character and the limits 
have been greatly exaggerated and even misrepresented. 
one thoroughly acquainted with the subject will 
disposed call question the statement Wright, who 
“The matter dispute was, not whether these 
books should received for the first time into the canon 
Scripture, but whether, having been admitted into the 
canon earlier date, they had properly been 
admitted, and whether there was not sufficient proof 
from internal evidence justify their exclusion from the 
canon.” 

the even more explicit statement 


the canon the twenty-four holy books [that 


is, the Talmud list, the twenty-two Josephus] were 
never made sober earnest ancient Judaism. Nor 
were books once adopted honestly called question, 
any effort whatever made subsequently adopt book 
not already all their discussions, 
question was not concerning the reception new books, 
nor the enlargement the canon, nor even concerning 
the exclusion book the ground any critical 
question all; but simply because individual 
scholar gave reasons, derived from their contents, for the 
exclusion one book another, already long before 


rate narrative the canonical book. Besides, none these things affect, 
the least, the competence Josephus testify the current opinions 
and practices his countrymen, especially when supported other unim- 
peachable witnesses his own and subsequent times. 

Principally from Samuel Davidson and Graetz, whose vagaries have 
been accorded too much honor Prof. Briggs, Biblical Study, 130. 


Koheleth, 471. Herzog’s Encyk. Kanon. 


adopted, but without any practical result following from 
it. many accounts these discussions make the impres- 
sion that objections were raised for the sole purpose 
having them refuted; other words, exercise them- 
selves, the one hand, hair-splitting; the other, 
show that the authority the holy books was absolutely 
secure. follows from passage that there was ever 
any uncertainty the religious consciousness the 
people concerning the canonicity one the 
twenty-four books.” 

Quite too much, accordingly, has been made these 
intellectual conflicts the finical rabbis. They justify 
such conclusions have been based upon them. such 
discussions served show that there was generally 
recognized canon Old Testament books that time, 
would equally show that there never has been one; since 
there never has been time when such discussions were 
not rife concerning individual books the Bible, especi- 
ally some those impugned the rabbinical schools 
the first century. 

But did the Alexandrian Jews recognize the same books 
canonical which were regarded their Palestinian 
brethren? has been disputed some, but grounds 
which can shown wholly insufficient. Davidson, 
for example, says: Alexandrian canon differed from 
the Palestinian. The Greek translation commonly called 
the Septuagint contains some later productions which the 
Palestinian Jews did not adopt, not only from their aver- 
sion Greek literature generally, but recent 
origin the books, perhaps also their want prophetic 
sanction. The closing line the third the Alex- 
andrian canon was more less fluctuating —capable 
admitting recent writings under the garb old names 
and histories, embracing religious subiects; while the 


have noted above, the apocryphal books, far can judge 
from extant manuscripts, were scattered among the other books the Old 
Testament the 
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Palestinian collection was pretty well determined, and all 
but finally settled. The judgment the 
was freer than that their brethren the mother coun- 
try. They had even separated measure from the lat- 
ter, erecting temple Leontopolis; and their enlarge- 
ment the canon was another step divergence.” 

But this, far the canon concerned, pure hypo- 
thesis, for which not shadow valid reason given, ex- 
cept one, proving closer examination only 
The Alexandrian Jews did compose and publish quite 
number books which they unhesitatingly 
joined their Greek translation the Bible and put 
circulation with it; but that they ever regarded either the 
translation, the books associated with it, canonical 
any proper sense, wholly incapable proof. has 
been often asserted, and constant repetition has gained 
currency and that are wholly undeserved. 
Such thing distinctively Alexandrian canon the 
Holy Scriptures never, fact, existed. The first condi- 
and strictly guarded collection, which this Greek library, 
which the Septuagint translation the canonical books 
was the nucleus, never was. was not only open, but 
open, far can see, almost every thing that 
offered itself, from the Book Wisdom the Book 
Tobit, Susanna, and the extravagant Additions Esther 
and Daniel. That these productions were held little 
esteem undeniable; that they were held equal esteem 
with the Hebrew books the Old Testament collection 
cannot sustained single witness; the contrary, 
can disproved well several direct witnesses 
many other important considerations. 

There is, for instance, the vacillation manuscripts 
the LXX. one form which they appear, 
either respects the order books, their number. 
The Alexandrine manuscript, called, not only contains 


1886.] The Canon the Old Testament. 


number books not found the Vatican, the four 
books Maccabees and the Prayer Manasses; but the 
books that are common both are found different 
sequence. This fact, cited Strack,” and 
others evidence that the Alexandrian Jews did not look 
upon the Septuagint version canonical, seems, itself, 
well-nigh decisive. How could they have looked upon 
list books canonical for which they neither offered, 
nor, far know, attempted offer, any fixed recen- 
sion? might almost well apply that term 
modern Sunday-school library. Divergence one thing; 
independence quite another. true that the Jews 
Egypt built temple their own 
where, until the time Vespasian, they continued 
maintain services, had their own priests, Levites, and landed 
property. Their council seventy elders was only sec- 
ond influence that the Sanhedrin but 
was second, and was always acknowledged so. 
From Jerusalem the regularly recurring national festivals 
were heralded with astronomical exactness. The high 
priest Jerusalem ever remained, for the entire disper- 
sion, the sovereign representative Jewish national dig- 
nity and religion. The Sanhedrin Jerusalem was the 
last court appeal from supposed unjust decisions the 
synagogues, whether the Nile, the Euphrates, the 

Then, notice the practice prominent Alexandrians 
and all Alexandrians far have information 
when came the point the comparative value the 
Palestinian collection and their version with its additions. 
Philo, have seen, while well acquainted with the 
apocryphal literature, and while holding, his works 
show, peculiar, and not strictly orthodox, views the 
subject inspiration, depends solely the books the 

Vorstudien der Septuaginta, 88. 


Cf. Apocrypha, PP., 34, 40, 50. 
VoL, No. 169. 
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Palestinian canon for incidental proof-texts and them 
alone applies such epithets the “Oracles,” the Pro- 
phetic Word.” The author the Second Book Esdras, 
himself doubtless Alexandrian Jew, the legend 
Ezra, which dresses Greek for the delectation 
his countrymen that metropolis, carefully discrimi- 
nates between the twenty-four books the Hebrew 
canon and the apocryphal ones accompanying them. The 
one class was published openly, that the worthy and 
unworthy alike might read. The others were given 
out with judgment, and only such had wisdom 
use them aright.” 

Josephus, would seem, made use almost entirely 
the Septuagint, and, when chose do, some 
the apocryphal books. But modern writer the 
canon could have distinguished between them more intel- 
ligently than has done. 

especially place cite here the translator 
the Wisdom Sirach, writes 
from Egypt and for Egyptian Jews. making apol- 
ogy his preface for the imperfections his work, 
translation Hebrew book into the Greek language, 
which book its Greek form was take prominent 
position the current Bible, incidentally expresses 
his comparative estimate the Greek and Hebrew Script- 
ures. entreat you now,” says, “to read 
translation] with favor and attention, and indul- 
gent, that where, perchance, with all the care bestowed 
the translation, may seem have failed some 
words. For what was originally uttered Hebrew has 
not the same force when translated into another tongue. 
And not only this book, but the law also, and the prophecies, 
and the rest the books, have small difference, uttered 
the original.” clear that such language this 
not harmony with the hypothesis that the Jews 


See Apocrypha, 664. Cf. The Gospel Nicodemus, xxviii. 
the seventy apocryphal books. 
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Alexandria put their translation the Hebrew Scriptures, 
respects canonical rank and authority, the same 
plane the Scriptures themselves. This admitted 
Kuenen, who remarks this passage: “Thus, either the 
whole the Old Testament which now possess, or, 
any rate, far the greater part it, was then translated, 
but, also follows from the words just quoted, yet 
had manner authority, and was the original 
any one who had the power and the inclination 

then, may conclude our investigations 
relates this, far the most important, period bibli- 
cal history. any fact with respect the Scripture 
may looked upon established, this one: that the 
great body Jews the first century our era, learned 
and unlearned, Palestine and the wide dispersion, 
there existed highly revered canon Old Testament 
books. This collection had been received and was treas- 
ured sacred inheritance from the distant past. was 
composed exactly the books, and others, that 
now find within it. The fluctuations alleged have 
existed this respect are more phantasmagorial than 
real; are fluctuations the theories our critics far 
more than the historical attitude ancient Judaism 
toward their own Scriptures. have, accordingly, yet 
discover when this ancient canon was not, how arose 
and came take its present form. 


The Religion Israel (Lond., 1875), iii. 173, 174. 
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TEXT, SOURCES, AND CONTENTS THE 
TWO WAYS” FIRST SECTION 
THE 


BENJAMIN WARFIELD, D.D., PROFESSOR THE WESTERN 
THEOLOGICAL SEMINARY, ALLEGHENY, PA. 


THE first chapters the Didache, including chapters 
are distinctly set apart complete whole 
the Didachographer himself (vii. they 
form entire treatise, with introduction, and conclusion, 
and symmetrically arranged members. They thus lend 
themselves separate treatment. the same time, 
subjecting them special and separate study, the ques- 
tion the unity the Teaching must not prejudged. 
The whole Didache apparently was known Barnabas 
and Hermas and very strongly articulated internally. 
And although the author composing his Book 
Church Order may have, well not, incorporated into 
the charge the catechumens and the prayers that 
preceded the Eucharist which found already use, 
just has incorporated the Lord’s prayer chapter 
tion, that did this. Just because, however, these first 
six chapters constitute the whole charge the catechu- 


mens, and thus form unity, recognized and intended 


the Didachographer himself, they may studied 
apart without prejudicing our judgment their 
authorship. Whena chief object our study concerns 


the goodness Dr. Schaff, the present writer was able state the 
outlines theory which holds the relations the documents 
which contain the Two Ways, Dr. Schaff’s admirable volume, The Oldest 
Church Manual, etc., New York, 1885, pp. 220-5. Where this essay 
touches the same ground meant extension that, and, some 
minor points, correction it. 
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itself with the textual transmission the treatise, there 
arises further obvious propriety and gain, not say 
necessity, for studying the first six apart. 
Why does not seem demand pause here 
explain,’ but true that while the latter portion 
the treatise passed early out use, the section The 
Two Ways remained the property of, and the con- 
stant use of, the church. Barnabas repeated it; the 
Ecclesiastical Canons, well the Apostolical Constitu- 
tions, incorporated into itself; Lactantius used it; and 
there are traces several other writings early 
Christianity. The textual problems this first section 
the treatise, then, are necessarily different from, and 
are settled different conditions and sepa- 
rate methods from, those applicable the remaining chap- 
ters. thus not only may, but for all textual problems 
must, treat the opening chapters separately from the rest 
the treatise. these grounds our purpose confine 
ourselves this paper the study The Two Ways 
given the first six sections the Didache, justified. 

Let begin taking stock the sources our inform- 
ation concerning this charge catechumens which 
may call, for convenience sake, The Two Ways. (1) 
have, first all, the Constantinople MS., published 
Bryennios 1883 and frequently reprinted since. This 
contains the whole treatise unique exemplar, includ- 
ing, course, The Two Ways its opening. The MS. 
seems carefully written and dates from the year 
1056 (2) have the fragment Latin transla- 
tion, taken from tenth century MS., knowledge which 
was recovered Gebhardt. This fragment unfor- 
tunately contains only the opening the treatise, extend- 
ing the middle (3) have the reworking the 
matter the treatise chapters Barnabas,’ 


Cf. Sabatier, Didaché, etc., Paris, 1885, sq. 


venture assume without discussion (which would carry too far) 
that Barnabas draws from the Two Ways and not versa. The still 


102 Text, Sources, and Contents “The Two 


—in which the matter disarranged and very freely 
treated, but portions all the vi. are borrowed, 
and the following verses are represented: 
2(vi.2?). (4) The Ecclesiastical Canons (late third early 
fourth century) incorporate most the text fromi. toiv. 
inclusive, but there break off suddenly. (5) The Apostol- 
ical Constitutions incorporate great portions the text 
the whole treatise, and among these, our six chapters 
(fourth century). (6) The mention that made the fathers 
of, silent quotations from, constitute witness, not only 
its existence, but also often its text. Most important 
the quotations are those Hermas, Clement Alex- 
andria, the Sibylline Oracles, and (from the Latin version) 
Lactantius. have quite adequate material jus- 
tify refusing follow the Constantinople MS. 
atim until its readings have been tested the witnesses. 


MUTUAL RELATIONS AND RELATIVE VALUES THE 
WITNESSES. 


Before these witnesses can used criticism the 
text, necessary examine into their mutual relations. 
Otherwise should have criterion for determining 
the value the various combinations the separate 
documents the one hand, and, the other, should 
stand constantly danger allowing collusive testi- 
mony the weight due only combined witness sepa- 
rate lines transmission. 


unconvinced may consult the considerations offered Funk 
Theolog. Quartalschrift 1884, ii. 399 sq.); Zahn (Supplementum Clem- 
entinum, etc., 310 sq.); Massebieau (L’Ensiegnment des douze 
16); Sabatier (La Didaché, etc., sq.); (The Guard- 
ian, June 26, 1884); (The Guardian, March 19, 1884); Schaff 
(The Oldest Church Manual, sq.); Brown(The Teaching, etc., 
xxvi. sq.); etc. The most recent writers nearly all hold the priority 
the Didache, and the question may considered now about determined, 
although the weight the opposing names Bryennios, Harnack, Hilgen- 
feld, Krawutzcky, bids modest the expression our confidence. 
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subjecting the texts witnessed the various 
documents careful comparison becomes apparent first 
all that, with single they are independent 
their testimony. This exception the Ecclesiastical 
Canons which appears have made direct use Barna- 


‘bas the following passages: Canons, 


from Barn. Canons affected Barn. ii. 10, iv. 
niable that the author had the Epistle Barnabas before 
him, doubt thrown upon his entire independence 
witness the text the Teaching, especially such 
passages those which and Barnabas stand alone, 
Tov against the Constantinople 
MS., the Latin version and the Constitutions; ii. where 
against the same combination they desert the order 
which the three sins lust are iv. where 
against the Constantinople MS., and the Constitutions, 
they alone add: cov; and 
iv. where, against the same pair, they insert after 
doubt cannot assumed out hand that 


the arrangement wrought out Krawutzcky The- 
olog. Quartalschrift 1882, iii. 424 sq.) the Apostolical Constitutions were 
also made directly dependent Barnabas, but grounds that are now 
inoperative since the discovery the Didache. The complications that 
have arisen from clinging his are painfully apparent his 
paper the same journal for 1884 (iv. pp. 547-606) where makes the 
Constitutions only secondarily derived from the Two Ways—through the 
Didache. His two schemes may thus graphically given 

The Letter The Letter Barnabas. 


late 
1885 [The Two Ways.] 
Canons. 
late Constitutions. 


How much easier put The Two Ways the root all and Barnabas 
among the reworkings: this act moreover the problem sinks from the 
sphere the higher that the lower criticism. 

Observe, however, that Clem. Alex. Paed ii. follows them far 
the post-positing Paederasty concerned. 
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the community the two these striking readings 
proves that the Canons borrowed them directly Barna- 
and the less that the Canons have entirely escaped 
the confusion into which Barnabas has brought the 
arrangement the Nevertheless the fact that 
the author the Canons certainly drew from Barnabas 
elsewhere, combines with the inherent suspiciousness 
these readings damaging the character the Can- 
ons independent witness prevent our confi- 
dently counting the combined testimony the two 
that two independent authorities. 

Next, noticed that the witnesses divide themselves 
into two recensions classes their texts, the Con- 
stantinople the Constitutions the one side, and 
the Latin version, Barnabas, and the Canons the other. 
The kinship the fragment the Latin version with 
Barnabas exceedingly close, while yet such forbid 
our assuming direct dependence. Each contains readings 
against which the other ranges its testimony with the 
other witnesses. For example, the Latin inserts 
and alters ii. (with Canons) the order the lusts. 
That the Latin has not borrowed from Barnabas strik- 
ingly illustrated where its words: his 
sunt angeli duo, unus alter could 
scarcely have been derived from, but must rather under- 
lie, the long and involved sentence Barnabas, who has 
dealt with this simple statement, according his wont, 
multiplying the angels, confusedly describing their charac- 
ters, and then,at the end added clause,drop- 


Bickel, 1843, suggested that the Canons might independent Barn- 
abas; and Holtzmann (Jahrbiicher fiir Protestantische Theologie, 1885, pp. 
155, 158, 159) feels still justified denying such dependence for the parts 
the Teaching incorporated the Canons: ‘‘A simpler solution fur- 
the assumption that even the Didache, gives the com- 
mon matter only relatively its oldest form” (p. 159). 
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ping hint the neglected That the type 
text that lies behind both, however, the same, 
proved the very characteristic readings which they 
have common, such as, insertion the notion 
light and darkness, and the angel clause just quoted, 
(which occurs also Hermas, Mandate ii.); omission 
(with Bryennios’ MS.) “with all thy omis- 
sion (with Canons) Bless ye, 

like manner the Constantinople MS. and the Consti- 
tutions draw together independent co-witnesses 
another rather marked recension. The sameness 
the type text represented them lies the surface 
their such striking their common 
support the insertion inclusive, the omission 
our memory concerning it. the other hand, the inde- 
pendence their witness-bearing appears placed 
above suspicion their divergencies from one another. 
The Constitutions desert the Constantinople MS. and ade- 
quate support such readings the latter as: iii. 

omit the clause about working.” 
The Constantinople MS., the other hand, deserts the 
Constitutions, although they are supported adequate 
testimony, such readings the latter as: (MS. 
order the words “empty and ii. 

The text preserved the Ecclesiastical Canons stands 
somewhat between the recensions represented these 


Hilgenfeld Zeitschrift, etc., 1885, pp. 97-9; and Brown, The 
Teaching, etc., xxii: different recension the text, and one which 
already showed some the striking peculiarities Barnabas and the 
Canons, seems underlie this [the Latin] version.” 


j 
‘ 
4 


106 Text, Sources, and Contents “The Two [Jan. 


pairs; but clearly most closely related the pair, 
doubt the possibility its mixture 
from Barnabas exact classification somewhat 
ficult; yet assign group consisting itself and the 
above-named pair with considerable confidence. joins 
inclusive. And although found often company 
with the other group, these seem not 
ings, and thoroughly consistent with the somewhat 
intermediate place that the Canons occupy between the 
two. 

The results which have arrived may repre- 
sented the eye some such table the following 


Autograph the Ways.” 
[Egyptian text. [Syrian text. 
Barnabas. 
Canons. Constantinople 
MS. 


important means establishing the text The Two 
Ways already our hands when this classification 
attained. The union the two classes which have 
ventured to.name the Egyptian and the Syrian will give 
the best attestation; and this suggests the best 
groups glance. Genealogically considered, readings 
supported only Barnabas and the Latin, only 
Barnabas and the Canons, only the Constitutions 
and the Constantinople MS. should suspicious. The 
best pairs should combine both classes; while the 
bounds single class, the pair, Canons and Latin, ought 
the best. Such threefold support Barnabas (or 
the Latin), the Canons, and the Constantinople MS. (or 


also Hilgenfeld and Brown, cited above. 
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the Constitutions) should give certainty; and any three- 
fold attestation should good—even the Latin, 
Barnabas, and the Canons. 

this last case should have the two classes arrayed 
against each other, and the very important question would 
arise the relative soundness the two transmissions. 
Unfortunately, the briefness the Latin fragment, the 
extremely scattered nature Barnabas’ attestation, the 
possible mixture from Barnabas which the text transmitted 
the Canons has suffered, and the early failure the 
Canons, combine prevent our obtaining any body 
readings which can confidently treat fair represent- 
atives the Egyptian text. Internal evidence classes 
cannot, therefore, interrogated any broad 
were just stake every thing single important 
reading, the sharp division between the 
omission insertion the long passage from 
ii. inclusive, would furnish with ideal test 
case. here internal evidence most decisively throws 
its weight the scale the Egyptian text,’ which thus, 
far single case can such matter, declared 
be-—when unanimous—the best and soundest, well 
oldest-attested (Barnabas) transmission. 

now call the process which Dr. Hort has 
appropriately named Internal Evidence Groups 
decide for the probable value each possible group, 
the results that were indicated the genealogical consid- 
erations are general fully confirmed. There are very 
few readings which four witnesses array themselves 
against one; all these commend trin- 
ary groups approve themselves internal evidence 


See this shown full., below, 


Examples are omit Latin (Barn., Cans., Constt. Ms.); 
(Lat., Cans., Constt. Ms.); II. order. adultery,” against 
Latin, ‘‘adultery, murder,” ({Barn.], Cans., Constt. Ms,); omit 
Latin (same). 


‘ 
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usually Among the binary groups the internal 
evidence approves general the three, Canons,” 
MS. and Barnabas,” and Constitutions 
The brevity the Latin version doubtless the reason 
that does not appear any binary combination with 
either the Constantinople MS. the Constitutions. The 
following binary groups the other hand are discredited 


internal evidence; viz., Barnabas and MS. 

Barn.; omit and darkness,” against Latin, (Lact.); omit angei clause, 
against Latin; Barn.. Hermas; II. place here against 
Latin; III. 10, read against- Barn.; IV. retain last clause, against 
Barn.; IV. read against Barn.; IV. read against 
Barn.; retain first clause against Barn. (2) Canons, Constt., and Barn., 
IV. insert additional verb against MS.; read against MS. 
IV. read against MS. (3) Canons, Constt., and Latin; 
read against MS. and against MS. II. 
give the order and false,” against the MS.; and omit 
against the MS. MS., and Barn.: IV. read 
against Canons (6) Constt., MS., and Latin: omit 
order lusts, against Barn., Canons, Clem.-Alex. (7) MS., Barn., and 
Latin: omit with thy whole heart,” against Canons and Constt. (8) 
Barn., Canons, and Latin omit inclusive against 
Constt., MS., and some fathers. 

The chief these are: insert against Lat.]; III. 
against Constt. 111. order, Kai 
against Barn.; 10, against Barn. dé, against Barn. 
against Constt. omit clause concerning working,” 
against Constt. (Barn). 

Such as: omit the clause, against Canons (Constt.); Iv. 
against Cons., Constt. Iv. against same 
IV. omit after against Constt.; Iv. 10, 
against Constt., 11, against Constt.; against 
Constt. 13, omit (several times against Constt. 

as: against MS., Canons Iv. 14, omit 

These readings are such as: insert etc, against Lat., 
MS., Constt.; 11. order lusts against same; IV. insert ‘‘as the apple 
thy eye,” against MS. and Constt.; Iv. insert against 
one these has the look genuineness. 


i} 
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and and Canons and 
somewhat unexpected find the last these combinations 
observable that the readings which 
furnishes are not such will prove collusion between 
the two,—the insertion clause speaking 
iv. alone suggesting it; but are rather such readings 
two documents might readily fall into accidentally 
common, such, g., the addition from 
the Gospels, the plural “schisms” iv. the very natural 
explanatory addition “in prayer,” iv. etc. When 
subtract such readings and those which their only 
opponent the Constantinople MS. standing individual 
error (iii. iv. etc.), there nothing left suggest 
closer relationship than the genealogical table attributes 
these two documents. the other hand internal evi- 
dence approves many the readings the group, MS. 
+Constitutions, but observable that this only 
when they oppose singular readings Barnabas the 
Canons, that is, only places where have only three 
witnesses. The excellence the general transmission 
the Syrian group thus doubt indicated; but not 
against any other than singular testimony. case 
which the two groups are pitted against each other 


against Lat., Barn., Cans.; omit against Cans.]; 
against Cans. (singular); against Cans, 
heaven); Iv. omit ‘‘as the apple thy eye,” against Canons and 
IV. omit against Cans., Barn.; Iv. against Barn. omit 
order list general against Barn. 


These are such as: add ‘‘with thy whole heart,” against MS., 
Barn., Lat.; 111, omit against MS.; against MS. 
against MS., Barn.; 1v. omit against MS. 
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loudly proclaimed internal evidence favor the 
Egyptian transmission. 

the basis these investigations may venture 
subject the text “The Two detailed exam- 
ination 


DETAILED EXAMINATION THE TEXT “THE TWO 


The the treatise comes direct transmis- 
stands the MS. and Doctrina stands 
the Latin version. case where the treatise men- 
tioned the Fathers they specify the number twelve 
the title; and although the absence the Latin version 
might held doubtful whether not explain the 
failure the “twelve” their citations the lateness the 
times, and the passing away the need distinguishing 
the original twelve from the other less authoritative apos- 
tles (Did. c.xi.), yet the absence the word from the Latin 
version, which also direct witness, quite alters the bal- 
ance evidence and forces textual grounds omit 
it. Indeed, glance the transmitted forms given 
tabular shape below, give decision mere 
matter textual probability favor the form 

Lat., Ruf.,], Niceph., Stich., Syn., 
Athan. 

aras. 

those accustomed observe the growth titles 
descriptiveness, the addition the will, matter 
internal probability, have all the appearance later 
addition that the insertion Blastares has,— 
although induced, doubt, very different 
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Its absence from the Latin version throws grave doubt 
also the second title,—which, genuine, must certainly 
taken the special title the section onthe Two 
i—vi.) and not alternative more 
original title the whole treatise. trace dis- 
coverable any the patristic citations the work. 
Even though shov'd judge that hinted and par- 
not essentially altered. would doubt other- 
wise could feel that implied the Ecclesiastical 
Canons where the apostles propose communicate 
their sons and daughters only 
however, that all reference fails here, any theory, the 
words “tothe Gentiles,” which furnish the only justification 
for the co-existence this second title with the first. There 
are internal reasons urge strongly one way the 
other,except against the naturalness likelihood these 
the primitiveness and originality this title only goes 
show that has.a certain appropriateness the book, and 
wise distinguishes between the likelihood its hav- 
ing been given the first author and the likelihood its 
having been added later scribe. Transcriptionally 
judged presents all the characteristics scribe’s work, 
certain specious appropriateness conjoined with 


addressed? the pagans, says the title; and yet, take this indication 
literally, find ourselves met more than one difficulty. How that 
the author when speaking pagans did not commence revealing them 
the one, living, and true God? speaks them the Law they 
knew it; the pagans they were not ordinary Few will, 
however, think that Sabatier has untied the knot understanding the 
word narrowed sense Syrian semi-proselytes, like, for instance, 


} 
} 
| . 
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actual inherent value. altogether too fully explan- 
atory. Especially its closing words “to the 
awaken suspicion. Were catechumens ever called 
tiles?” Was this treatise not intended for the instruction 
Jewish candjdates for baptism also? are catechu- 
mens not intended Was the treatise meant after 
all for the instruction already baptized Christians? 
what principle then are they the book 
veritable missionary document directed the Jewish ele- 
ment the church the Gentile brethren the effort 
convert them, not their common Christianity, but—to 
its way thinking? any view, satisfactorily explana- 
tory the word seems first sight, explains nothing 
satisfactorily and raises curious difficulties. And espec- 
ially, if, after all that Harnack has said, stands fast that the 
first section addressed catechumens, its whole con- 
tent proves, and the next section openly declares (vii. 
“having first taught all this, baptize’’), the phrase “to the 
Gentiles” can have proper meaning original part. 
the treatise and can only explained asa later addition 
writer who neglected the primary purpose the 
treatise. But “to the Gentiles” not genuine, there 
small need for the rest the second title, and although 
cannot confidently pronounced against, 
best follow the Latin omitting 


Compare Muralt, Revue Théol. Philos., 1884, 281: 
titre ajouté plus Bonet-Maury, Doctrine des douze 
Paris, 1884; Ajouté aprés coup pour rapprocher Didaché des Constitu- 
tions; Hilgenfeld, Zeitschrift fiir Theolegie, 1885, 78, 
where find the The essential agreement the old wit- 
nesses confirms the opinion that the former title the original one.” 
Harnack (p. f.) explains the contrary the second title, which 
otherwise entirely unattested, the original one, and even assigns 
the whole tract, taking the not unbaptized, but already baptized 
These words are, doubt, addressed baptized Christians, but presup- 
pose that chapters are intended for the (heathen). 
Thus are apply The Teaching the Lord through the twelve apos- 
tles for the the whole writing entitled,— chapters 
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1.1. The insertion the Latin version the two 
words (Compare also Lactantius, 
vitae, Epist. div. instit. c.lix., Divin. inst. vi. has decisive 
external evidence against and internal evidence its 
support. probably only individualism that 
translation. Whether the Latin follows Barnabas omit- 
ting the must remain doubtful, but 
either case the words are supported the decisive testi- 
mony the Constantinople MS., the Canons, and the Con- 
stitutions. And exactly the same may said the omis-. 
sion Barnabas and perhaps the Latin. 

Two important additions are made the Latin and 
Barnabas this verse which require careful considera- 
tion. After declaring that the two ways are those life 
and death, the Latin adds further appositional expan- 
parallel what has hitherto been thought individual- 
ism Barnabas. The latter writer appears his blunder- 
ing way witness the fact that double description 
underlies his matter, even xviii. and more plainly still 
xx. double reading may be, with great proba- 
bility, held have been part the Barnabas-Latin sub- 
class the Didache. The union the Egyptian docu- 
ment Canons—with the whole Syrian class, however, 
excluding the second pair words decisive evidence 
against their originality. And the internal evidence casts 
its vote the same direction. 

The further addition the Latin the words: “Jn his 


unbaptized and chapters baptized heathen; and thus 
the unity the work maintained the cost the unity the sense 
the expression the title. Bryennios and Zahn 286 f.) have therefore 
assigned the second title the first part only, (chapters which (they 
consider) was communicated the candidates for baptism before they 
were baptized. (p. 29) objects: ‘if this were so, would all 
with the integrity the lies the MS. But are maintain 
the unity this writing every cost— even the cost assigning un- 
exampled double-sense one and the same expression its title?” Cf. 
also and Nov. Test. extra canonem recept., 1884. iv. 94. 


114 Text, Sources, and Contents “The Two 


constitutt sunt Angeli duo, unus alter 
although certainly not individualism, and certainly 
supported Barnabas, who has borrowed from them 
his tell-tale blundering fashion 1-2), and also 
Hermas, who has quoted them almost verbatim (Mand. vi. 
2), well Lactantius (See Gebhardt Harnack, 
op. 285), who seems dependent the Latin version, 
yet shares the same fate. The internal evidence strongly 
against its genuineness, and although the reading 
the whole sub-class, yet the union the Canons with the 
Constitutions and Constantinople MS. against decisive. 

The individualism the Latin version which adds 
after Deum, may set aside once, along with 
the individualism Barnabas, who changes into 
accordance with his adoption the preced- 
ing verse the corresponding alternative the text that 
lay before him. Intwo minor readings the Constantin- 
ople MS. may possibly need correction this chapter 
the combined evidence the [Canons], Constt., and Latin, 
which give for its and for its 
the internal evidence not decisive for these 
cases, however, although faintly favoring the change,— 
and order adopt additional syntactical alter- 
ation would need made the sentence, the correc- 
tion cannot said certain. Perhaps would 
best read (Constantinople MS. repeti- 
tion) and 

The addition the command love God 
which the Canons and Constitutions make, 
discredited internal evidence groups which repre- 
sent this combination small authority,—by genealog- 
ical evidence which ascribes great authority the oppos- 
ing combination Barnabas and the Latin version with 
the Constantinople MS. and very strongly internal 
evidence Krawutzcky pointed out 1882. 

The further addition the same command 
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the Canons make, more plausible, though discredited 
again the apparent collusion these two documents, 
the genealogical strength the opposing group (Latin, 
Constantinople MS., and Constitutions) and the balance 
the internal evidence. The words and 
when applied God had tendency suggest each 
other, shall see subsequent passage (Didache 
adjudge the sentence unauthorized addition, how- 
ever, cannot deny the possibility that character- 
istic reading the Egyptian recension which the Latin has 
passed over accident; this possible but not probable. 

this section are faced the most import- 
ant textual problem which meets the whole treatise 
the Two Ways. The entire section from the word 
this verse and including ii. omitted 
the Latin version, Barnabas, and the Ecclesiastical 
Canons. the other hand found, not only the 
Constantinople MS., but also, though not complete, the 
Apostolic Constitutions. The portion transcribed the 
Constitutions carries through the first section 
Hermas, moreover, quotes from (Mand. ii. 
ent Alexandria (Frag. Nicetae Catena Matt. 42) 
also quotes the same verse. And John Climacus (vi. saec.) 
appears have had the same verse before him (Migne, 
vol. 88, 1029). The external evidence divides itself 
therefore into the whole Egyptian group versus the whole 
Syrian group supported three patristic quotations. 
The patristic quotations are such witness the 
very early half the second century—and very 
Syrian recension; but are not sufficient determine the 
relative originality the two classes into which the wit- 
nesses the Didache text divide themselves. The use 
this passage the Syrian recension Clement Alex- 
andria indeed surprising but cannot asserted 
decisive. are thrown back internal evidence, with 


e 
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the feeling that need stronger probability than the 
external evidence furnishes for either side, before can 
decide the matter with any confidence. 

Internal evidence, however, casts its whole weight 
clearly for omission leave little doubt the 
matter. This was already seen Krawutzcky 1882, 
who declared our present section interpolation which 
was moreover badly placed the beginning the discus- 
sion, where violently breaks upon the flow thought, 
rather than the end the section the Way Life, 
where the disposition the treatise might have made 
room for it. The matter has had new light thrown 
upon since Krawutzcky wrote, not only the great 
advance the amount external evidence which 
now have hand enabling see the value the vari- 
ous supporting groups clearer light, but also the 
fulness and clearness the internal evidence. The 
importance the case will justify stating this some- 
what fully. 

stuffed into its present place. stands, the command- 
ments 3-6 are enclosed between two headings. They 
follow the heading But these words the teaching 


this,” which must refer back the preceding context, 


ation both commandments love God and our 
neighbor,” or, far more naturally, the last sentence it, 
thus promising negative treatment the duties our 
neighbor. cannot promisea special treatment 
the command love God. Yet the heading with which 
chapter ii. opens commits its author the theory that 
what had gone before was elaboration the command- 
ment love God, and that what isto come after isto 
elaboration “the second commandment,” that love 
our neighbor. doubt easy say that the title 
the general title all fotlow, while ii. the 
Cf. Hilgenfeld, Zeitschrift wissenschaftl. Theologie 1885, 


1886. Ways,” First Section the Didache. 117 


special title this part it. But itis plain that 
framed with reference and the probability very 
strong against formal introduction the “second 
commandment,” while the “first left 
without any introduction all. The objective form 
the phrase teaching,” too, this second heading, 
“The second commandment the teaching,” suggests 
the hand reworker with the treatise before him, rather 
than the original writer, who freely composed this admir- 
ably well-joined treatise which there nothing else all 
similar this phrase until vi. after the whole discussion 
finished. the whole, the appearance strong 
that the title originally stood immediately before 
ii. which proceeds give exactly what this title prom- 
ises,—namely, negative elaboration the duties that 
owe others; and that 3-6, having been interpolated, 
new title was needed for ii. which the interpolator awk- 
wardly invented from his objective stand-point. 

(2) This appearance strengthened the serious 
interruption which the passage question makes the 
otherwise logically and admirably arranged sequence 
thought. The title ii. But the second command- 
ment the teaching [is divides the treatise this 
point necessarily into elaboration the first com- 
mandment —“thou shalt love God who made thee,” 
and elaboration the second commandment and 
thy neighbor thyself,” But that the matter 
actually communicated will not run into these moulds 
evident the surface and the difficulty, 
this part the treatise naturally cover its divisions. 
Bryennios proposes two analyses, the one which regards 
3-6 containing commandments growing out love 
God while ii. sq. contains those which spring from love 
our neighbor, and the other which classes the two 
sections under the captions respectively the good,” 
and “Abstain from defends the former 


118 Text, Sources, and Contents “The Two [Jan 


view and argues that the primitive conception classed such 
duties are given 3-6 always under the rubric 
love God. Even were this sound, apparently 
not, neither analysis tenable. The same duties are 
treated under both heads (i. and iv. And Kra- 
wutzcky’s criticisms (Tiibingen Theolog. Quartalschrift 
1884, iv. remain unanswered and unanswerable. 
Even weshould persuade cannot do) 
that 3-6contain only duties which might justly fall under 
love Ged, remains true that the subsequent portion 
the treatise (ii. sq.) does not confine itself the 
assigned either method division; but busies itself, not 
only with the evil that must abstain from, but also with 
the good that must do,—not only with the lower duties 
that man owes man man, but also with the higher 
duties which honor God fulfilling toward his 
fellow. This might small matter with another treat- 
ise; but carefully ordered tractate this, 
much that will not submit included its 
order. 

(3) worth noticing, further, that our present pas- 
sage, not only thus refuses fall into the train thought 
the treatise, but repetitious matter which 
its logically appropriate place, and repeating mars it, 
almost contradicts it, nay scarcely saves itself from con- 
tradicting itself. The positive commands charity find 
fit place and expression iv. sq. the midst the sec- 
tion that devoted the positive duties the Way 
Life, and which treats turn the duties one’s self 
(ili. the church (iv. the poor (iv. 5-8), 
—to the household (iv. The repetition them 
the beginning the whole discussion all the more 
startling that they find just place here. And that 
they are more justly set forth iv. sq. lies the surface 
the treatment, while the contradiction between the 
most likely meaning the obscure and iv. even 

also Hilgenfeld, Zeitschrift, etc., above, sq. 


‘ 
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has led the best critics question whether some 
interpolation must not assumed here. Certainly 
undeniable that 5-6 repeat surprising place and 
less appropriate manner better said and better 
placed iv. sq. 

(4) lies very near what has already been urged 
add that the manner and style this section differences 
from the rest the Two Ways. Scripture used differ- 
ently; strange little additions are made the quotations 
from it, such as, indeed, thou canst not,” “for 
guiltless,” etc.; unknown passage adduced Scrip- 
ture; and general lack clearness, both expression 
and ordering, observable throughout this passage such 
meets nowhere else. This even goes far that 
all appearance the Scripture source that drawn from 
the author this section differs from that used the author 
the rest the treatise. Elsewhere there reason for 
suspecting that any thing other than our Synoptic Gospels 
has been used for the evangelical quotations, while the 
Diatessaron Tatian seems have furnished the quota- 
tions our present section, any one will suspect who 
will compare the quotations with Tatian 17.” 
from the quotations this section that Harnack led 
doubt the direct use our Gospels now have them 
the author the Didache. 

(5) not mere repetition what have already 
said, but independent value, observe that when this 
passage exscinded, the ordering the whole section 
the Two Ways becomes strict, logical, and even beautiful 
that the results obtained omission become argu- 
ment for the omission. Every thing, then, falls properly 
into place and the section yields the following strongly 
concatenated analysis 

Introduction the whole section, 


The Way Life, 14. 


See Harnack, 78.; Zahn’s Tatian’s Diatessaron, 133 sq. 
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Introductory Statement the Way Life, ii. 
Negative development its duties, ii. 
Negative commandments the Way 
Life, ii. 2-ii. 
(in the sense the questions the 
Westminster Catechism), 1-6. 
Positive commandments the Way Life, iii. 
Duties one’s self (personal duties tem- 
per), iii. 
Duties the church (the church teachers 


—the church members—the church 


unity), iv. 
Duties the poor, iv. 5-8. 
Duties the household (parents chil- 
dren masters servants— servants 
masters), iv. 
Concluding exhortations the Way Life, 
iv. 12-14. 

The Way Death, 1-2. 

IV. Concluding exhortations, vi. 1-3. 

(6) Transcriptional evidence always ambiguous 
passage such extent. But must observed that the 
absence the passage from whole class documents 
forbids the special explanations which have been offered 
its absence from individual documents. Von Geb- 
hardt’s conjecture that leaf may have fallen out 
early copy, which may have perpetuated itself this muti- 
lated form, and become the parent the whole Egyptian 
The treatise would have begin the middle the 
verso page bring this passage all one leaf, and 
This bring the transcriptional evidence into opposition 
to, not into harmony with, both the external and (what 
far more important) the intrinsic. may safely asserted 
the one hand, that the whole Egyptian group partake 
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this omission inheritance and not accident and, 
the other, that the insertion the passage editor- 
ially more easily explained than its omission editorially. 
not scribes’ way omit; and the feeling that the 
ethical teaching the treatise fell short the height 
demanded the gospel may have early suggested 
interpolation, especially the twofold command 
gave excuse for it. 

The internal eyidence against the passage appears us, 
when viewed itself, sufficient raise very grave doubts 
its genuineness, and, when conjoined with the external 
evidence which has already cast doubt, enough set 
aside the passage almost beyond question 
may added that the quotation the spurious words 
Hermas and Clement Alexandria set the age the 
interpolated Didache for us, the first half the second 
century; while the apparent use Tatian’s Diatessaron 
points Syria the place where the interpolating 
was done. 

The general order the words this verse 
appears satisfactorily transmitted the Constanti- 
nople MS. That, the opening, murder precedes adul- 
tery, the agreement the Canons, Constt., and Clement 
Alexandria, 109, establishes against the defection 
the Latin version alone. The transposition false 
witness from the next verse the Latin only curios- 
ity scribes’ work. Question can arise only regards 
the order the three prohibitions lustful deeds. The 
Latin and the Constitutions unite with the Constantinople 
MS. arranging them thus: adultery, paederasty, forni- 
cation. Barnabas and the Canons depart from this 
placing paederasty last, although they disagree the 
relative order the other two; and Clement Alex- 
andria, Paed. ii. also gives this order. This would 
have strong claims considered the order the 
Egyptian recension were not for the possibility col- 
lusion between both Clement and the Canons with Barna- 


122 Text, Sources, and Contents “The Two [Jan. 


bas. The defection the Latin version is, this state 
the case, decisive and follow confidence the Con- 
stantinople MS. 

This verse remarkable furnishing two clear 
cases which the Constantinople MS. requires correction. 
That the order should received, the tes- 
timony the Latin, Canons, and Constt. against the 
Constantinople MS. alone, well strong internal prob- 
ability, unite demanding. The same witnesses unite 
omitting the unnecessary and somewhat strange addition, 

The Latin adds cupidus before 
the decisive witness the Canons, Constt., and Constan- 
cov the Constt. alone against Barnabas, 
the Canons, and the Constantinople MS. signficance 
and the less that the phrase apparently hinted 
the Constt. themselves. 

11.7. case some difficulty presented this 
verse the insertion the words ods after 
the Canons and their omission the Constan- 
tinople MS. The Constitutions also omit the words but 
its testimony small value, since has the passage 
only brokenly. Barnabas also small value here, 
has transmitted only the last clause and that changed 
form. Internally there balance probabilities: 
the one hand the words may have been dropped 
teleuton, presenting very similar for the 
eye and the other they may have been 
introduced from Jude 22, Harnack suggests. the 
whole the internal evidence tends favor the words, and 
venture insert them square brackets.” 

unimportant cases occur this verse, 
which the Constitutions range themselves against the 
decisive witness the Canons and the Constantinople 


They are inserted also Hilgenfeld (text and Zeitschr., 1885, 80, 
note and Zahn Literaturblatt, 1884, no. 26). 
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MS. combined, reading instead and 
instead 

Quite interesting textual question arises 
the list sins inthis verse. The MS.reads 
The Constt. substitute for the last 
Harnack, changes the last item into which the 
reading while Vind. reads and Ottob. 
These readings other MSS. the Canons 
may have been framed under the influence reminis- 
cence the Constitutions. other hand they 
may preserve reminiscence the original text the 
Canons and would thus hint the presence 
The value the combination the Canons and 
Constitutions shown internal evidence groups 
small, however, that any case will best 
follow the reading the MS. 

follow, without hesitation, the MS. also retaining 
this verse and the plural form 
against the Canons. The parallelism the other verses 
demands the testimony changes sides 
curiously 

this verse also follow the MS. throughout 
although the other witnesses present some noteworthy 
variations from it. The Canons, for instance, divide the 
verse into two, repeating the instead 
before while the Constitutions omit the 
first half altogether—and transfer the second part 
place after iii. parallelism the verses, and the 
parallelism this section with the preceding one, ii. 2-7, 
thoroughly justify the form the MS. The same paral- 
lelism vindicates the genuineness although the 
Constitutions unite with the Canons omitting here. 
The Canons stand alone again reading the singular for 
the MS. and the Constitutions. And 
the strong combination the MS. and the Canons for 
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which supported also internal prob- 
ability. 

confidently declared later strengthening the simple 
the MS. the other hand adopt here 
internal grounds (parallelism) the plural reading the 
Canons, instead the singular 
the MS. 

retain the the MS. (Canons omitting) 
satisfy the parallelism. The preposition before 
curiously variously transmitted: the MS. gives eis, 
the Canons and Clement Alexandria (Strom. 20) 
mpos. Some variation also appears some the paral- 
lels: iii. the MS. reads which supported 
the Canons; iii. again both read iii. the 
MS. and Canons read eis, and the Constt. iii. 
here, the MS. the Canons and Clement iii. 
the MS. reads and the Canons and Constt. 
every instance some witness other gives This 
seems certainly the true reading whereas 
best supported and the other two cases are doubtful. 
Transcriptional evidence ambiguous: either was 
everywhere the original reading and the variants have 
arisen from the accidental substitution synonym, 
eis was original the last three cases and has been mech- 
anically assimilated the previous The latter 
somewhat most and propose edit iii. 

Again follow the MS. throughout :—rejecting 
the reading the Canons both its omission and 
its substitution for 

follow the MS. again and the more that 
supported the Constitutions both cases, where the 
Canons read variants. Internal evidence thoroughly sup- 
ports also one the cases: viz., for 
but ambiguous the other, viz., before 
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The MS. here also followed, both its 
insertion the and its rejection certain words; 
both against the Canons. 

The combination the MS., Barnabas, and the 
Constitutions for far outweighs the Canons 

The Canons (cf. edition apparently lacked 
form which could scarcely drawn from Barnabas. 
determine. Perhaps the conjunction Barnabas and the 
Canons reading which they not seem collusion 
This appears best whether judge the read- 
ing Ottob. survival the original reading 
the Canons, subsequently introduced from the Didache; 
either case independent witness the Didache. 

The order established the MS. 
and Canons, against Barnabas. 

follow the MS. throughout here; the 
omission (against Canons), the reading (with Can- 
ons and Constt., against Barnabas’ and the reading 
(with Canons, against Barnabas’ 

the MS. against the Canons, which omit and like 
manner omit tov (Canons) before with the MS.; and 
retain the last clause given the MS. and the Can- 
ons against the the omission Barnabas (?) and the alter- 
ation the Constitutions. 

more difficult settle the complicated reading 
that affects the whole first part the verse. may 
considered three separate parts. (1) Ought insert 
another verb before dividing the sentence into 
two clauses? (2) Shall insert further qualifying 
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phrase? and (3) are insert another objective 
into the following long sentence, which the figures 
mark the parts affected the above questions: 
Taking the three questions their order, observe:— 

(1) The insertion new verb supported Barn- 
abas [and the Barnabas reads: 
blundering genius here very apparent. appears 
strengthening addition. xpicews seems 
adverb used the Canons; that Barnabas conflates the 
adverbial expressions the Constantinople MS. and the 
Canons. clear that the Canons cannot have copied 
their statement from Barnabas, but not clear that 
they may not have altered the Didache lay before 
them into closer accord with Barnabas. The union 
Barnabas with the therefore, here, elsewhere, 
suspicious, and dare not plead the pair more than 
one witness. The Constitutions also, however, insert 
additional verb, though longer but 
yet doing they support Barnabas and the Canons 
the main point. Internally, the addition faintly probable, 
and the two verbs intrinsically the superior 
reading. not difficult account for the falling out 
single word the Constantinople MS. for the sub- 
sequent adjustment the syntax changing the accusa- 
tive into the genitive. the whole, then, appears 
best insert here with adjustment the syntax. 

(2) The support (Barnabas and Canons) the qualify- 
internal evidence groups too suspicious detain 
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long, especially the face internal objections; and 
confidently reject this insertion. 

(3) The second half the objective clause inserted 
the Canons, from inclusive has 
claim whatever our acceptance, external internal. 
The former portion, however, may possibly echoed 
the Constitutions little later the words: 
which might inferred that the author the Constt. 
had some such sentence that which the Canons trans- 
mit before him and tried guard from misunderstand- 
ing. Although the combination the Canons and Constt. 
due the number petty cases accidental union 
between them. Our present case essentially different 
from them and cannot help suspecting that have 
here genuine transmission from the common original 
which the two works rest. may best put into 
the margin possible addition. But conclude 
are immediately faced two difficulties—concerning 
the exact form which cast the addition, and the exact 
place into which insert it. The form given the Can- 
ons the most original one transmitted us, and can- 
not better than adopt it. the choice insert- 
ing the Canons) immediately after connecting 
with The latter the more attractive dispo- 
sition, but will judged many too conjectural. 

this verse read with the MS. and Can- 
ons, against Barnabas without 
with the MS. Canons, and Constitutions, against 
with the MS., Barn., and Constt., against the 
confused reading the Canons; and with Barn- 
abas and the MS., against the Canons and Constt. 
Whether are accept the form (the 
Constantinople MS.) with Harnack and Hilgenfeld, 
correct into (Constt.) with Bryennios, Spence, 
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Sabatier, etc., into (Canons) can scarcely 
confidently decided. The correctness the last words 
the verse given the vouched for the Constt. 
and Canons; Barnabas, however, adds idea labor and 
saving the soul thereby which has left traces also the 
Canons. 
Very clearly the MS. reading this 
verse wrong and should supplanted 
(Barnabas, Canons, Constt.). The MS. supported 
Barnabas, both external and internal grounds 
superior the the Canons and Constt. Barn- 
abas and Canons insert unnecessarily after 
against the MS.and Constt. Decision difficult here, 
though apparently the MS. has the best claim fol- 
lowed. 

Constitutions this enigmatical verse, besides being dis- 
credited the character that combination, con- 
demned its self-evident explanatory purpose. The 
parallelism with the preceding verses well the excel- 
lent character the supporting group (MS. and Barnabas) 
establishes the future against the 
the Canons and the the Constitutions. 
The negative varies the documents from (Constt. 
Canons) and the MS. the plainly strengthened 

Here can, without hesitation, adopt the MS. 


Barnabas and the Canons, against the 


the Constitutions. 

The Constantinople MS. presents this verse 
two omissions, one before can 
easily adopt without discussion, but the other which 
reads: “If thou have, through thy hands thou shalt 


Cf. Zahn’s Supplementum Clementinum, 315, and Hermas there 
quoted. 
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give thy sins’ ransoming.” The Constitutions, instead 
this, “If thou have, through thy hands give, 
order that thou mayest work out thy sins’ ransoming.” 
And Barnabas (xix. 10): “Through thy hands thou shalt 
work unto thy sins’ ransom” Now, estab- 
lished, seems done, that the Constitutions and 
Barnabas are independent, this addition deserves the deep- 
est attention; cannot accident that they agree 
inserting eis before the (ransom) thy 
sins.” Apparently, then, the Constitutions have preserved 
for here the true text and are followed. pro- 
pose insert—at least brackets—iva eis 
between and Otherwise should have 
count the conflation Barnabas and the Con- 
stantinople MS.” 

Iv. External evidence supported intrinsic consid- 
erations this verse for (MS., Canons, Constt.) 
against (Barn.); (Barn., Canons., Constt.) against 
(MS.); and (MS., Canons., Constt.) against its omission 
Barn. The the Const. manifestly explan- 
atory addition. 

retain, though with some doubt, the 
before with the MS., but against Canons and 
Constt. For the rest the verse follow the MS. 
although there are several minor variations, the only 
one importance being the omission the 
Barnabas and the Constitutions,—a 
combination strong enough throw doubt upon it. The 
rest are such Barn., Constt., for 
the interpretation (Barn.) for and 
(Barn.) for 

The Ecclesiastical Canons fail this point, tak- 
ing from one our most important witnesses and leav- 
ing the whole Egyptian class represented the 
sporadic and bungling excerpts Barnabas 
Cf. Harris quoted the Independent, Sept. 24, 1885, 
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tunately Barnabas quotes from every succeeding verse 
the chapter and this value against Krawutzcky’s 
efforts prove the spuriousness iv. That they 
are contained Barnabas the one side and the Con- 
stantinople MS. and the Constitutions the other side 
decisive for their genuineness any other theory the 
relations the documents than that which Krawutzcky, 
and Krawutzcky alone, has adopted. His theory supposes 
that Barnabas the original writing, and that order 
logically arrange and doctrinally correct what had 
wildly brought together these last chapters his epistle, 
the Two Ways was written early inthe second century. All 
the other documents (including the Didache) came from this 
and isthis they represent. Even this theory un- 
natural suppose that two out the three witnessing doc- 
uments should have borrowed from Barnabas just the same 
supplements, and hence Krawutzcky driven make the 
Constitutions secondary witness even the Two Ways, 
drawing itself directly from the Didache. The internal evi- 
dence which Krawutzcky relies against this section 
weak the external, and wholly his failure 
grasp the train thought this part the treatise. When 
once see the principle arrangement which apparently 
governed the writer himself, this portion the chapter 
becomes not only natural, but even necessary, part 
the treatise. Why the Canons desert their model here 
another matter and great importance the criti- 
cism the Didache: for this purpose only need 
know that they did not stop here because the matter 
before them stopped. And this appears proved 
the borrowing the Canons from Didache, 
thus showing that much more the Didache 
was before the author than chose borrow: cf. also 
15, and Harnack’s notes and 35, pp. 210, 211. 

This verse presents some readings which Barnabas 
opposes itself the Constantinople MS. and the Constt. 

Tiibingen Theolog. Quartalschrift, 1884. IV. 559 sq. 
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combined, follows: (Constantinople MS. and Constt.) 
against (Barn.), which manifest alteration for 
emphasis; (MS., Constt.) against (Barn.) where 
again the internal evidence decides for the former 
tos (MS. Constt.), against (Barn.); 
(MS. Constt.), against Although with doubt 
the two latter cases, follow the all four 
instances. When the Constt., standing alone, inserts 
after while its omission the MS. sup- 
ported also Barnabas, the easier decide favor 
the MS. that the external group this case strong 
one and the internal evidence not ambiguous. 

Iv. 10. verse reject the strengthened 
Barn. favor the simple the MS. and the 
Constt.; accept internal support the which Barna- 
bas (against the MS. and Constt.) inserts after 
adopt the words the MS. and Constt. against 
Barnabas; adopt the simple negative Barnabas 
against the the MS., and the the 
MS. against the Barnabas; and reject the 
MS. and Barnabas. 

more important and difficult variation occurs the 
last also the Constt. deserts and 
must decide between yap read the MS. and 
Barnabas. must frankly confess that 
the latter reading appears internally very much the 
preferable one: and yet between MS. and 
freely worked over transmission Barnabas gives 
us, dare not follow the latter important case. 
content ourselves with placing, therefore, what seems 
intrinsically the better reading the margin. 

verse seem properly corrected most the 
editors into and from Constt. The omission 
ism that may justly neglected. Each the three wit- 
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nesses gives different form the verb, but that given 
the MS. appears most likely, from the forms used 
the neighboring verses, have been the original one. The 
combination, MS. Barn., enough settle the read- 

venture follow the MS. here, although 
Barnabas and the Constt. insert verb, though diversely, 
apparently betraying independent correction them. 

Iv. cannot seriously questioned that the re- 
Constt. (omit: MS., Barn.). 

The words with which this verse 
opens Constantinople MS., are omitted both 
Barnabas and the Constt. Barnabas merely says: “Thou 
shalt confess thy the Constt.: “Thou shalt 
confess the Lord thy God, thy the Constt. 
are correction the Didache (which, indeed, 
not unlikely), the original Didache lacked the 
words The latter seems most 
and the internal evidence for there nothing apparent 
the context justify the emphatic prepositing 
appears support it. relegate the words, 
therefore, the margin. 

The.word for “sins” differs each witness: adopt 
Barnabas. The same evidence more directly given, makes 
suspicious. The internal evidence supports the 
(MS. Constt.) against Barnabas’s while, 
the other hand, the variation the Constt. the last 
words the discussion which they are transmuted 
follow the MS. and Barnabas. goes without saying 
that the colophon, supported the MS. and 
the Constt., has higher claims genuineness than Barna- 
bas’s tod 

the opening words the Way Death, 
Krawutzcky Theolog. Quartalschrift, 1884, Iv. 
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565) may profitably consulted. His doubt whether 
the Constitutions may not give the original form rests 
his underestimate the union Barnabas and the Con- 
stantinople MS., which here not precise, indeed, but 
the main opposes the Constitutions. The alteration 
Barnabas tod into ranks with his 
characteristic forms elsewhere. Possibly the omission 
may explained accident due homee- 
oteleuton: the sentence thus resulting needed one word’s 
insertion, and thus get Barnabas’s instead 

The list sins which follows, contains this verse, 
given the Constantinople MS., twenty-two items. Every 
one these witnessed the Constitutions also— 
although further explained the adjective 
and takes the form Besides 
these the Constitutions add two, which given 
the third place, and which closes the list, thus 
increased twenty-four items. Barnabas contains seven- 
teen items, which fifteen appear also both the other 
witnesses, and two are the middle, 
and the end, the last which agrees with 
the final term the Constitutions’ list. Hermas, Man- 
date viii. 3-5, plainly presents this pass- 
age, and his list sins includes eight (ten) that are 
found our documents, grouped just sufficiently together 
make connection with our passage certain: worth 
remarking that these eight words five 
nabas. The type the Didache used Hermas seems 
have been intermediate between the Egyptian and 
Syrian types, and included both the angel clause peculiar 
the one (Didache Hermas, Mand. vi. and the 
alms-giving clause peculiar the other (Didache 
Hermas, Mandate ii. 6). Its witness, here, conse- 
quently adds less than could wished the testimony 
the Constantinople MS. and the Constitutions. 
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The order which these sins are arranged agrees per- 
fectly the MS. and the Constt., with these trivial excep- 
tions: the third and fourth items 
the MS. are transposed the Constt. and the additional 
word interposed between them. the other 
hand, Barnabas presents utterly different order. 
number the items the the different orders may 
represented the eye 

14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, (21, 22, 

Barn.: 20, 21, 12, 14, 13, 15, 16, 
17, 

far Hermas gives the same words, they stand 
him: 14, (15), (24), 10, 17, 22. 

Another difference form found the fact that 
Barnabas throughout uses the singular number, which, 
indeed, Hermas agrees with him, while the MS. and 
Constt. use the plural for the former moiety and the sin- 
gular for the second MS. giving eleven plural 
names (down and including and eleven sin- 
gular ones; and the Constitutions thirteen plural names 
down and including No. the MS. 
list) and eleven singular ones. 

Internal considerations give great confidence the 
general trustworthiness the text— both its contents 
and order—as transmitted the MS. and 
nabas here confusion worse confounded. the other 
hand, the other documents not only present arrange- 
ment that can traced, but one which was demonstrably 
the natural order for the author this document. 
have Didache iii. sq. formal arrangement sins 
which they take this order: (1) murder, (2) sins lust, (3) 


including witchcraft, (4) thefts, including sins 


pride, (5) blasphemies, including sins the tongue 
and temper. The list ii. sq. takes essentially the same 
order: (a) murder, lusts, (c) thefts, magic, child- 
murder, coveting, (g) sins speech. Now, our 
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present list have (1) murders, (2) adulteries, lusts, for- 
nications, (3) thefts, (4) idolatries, witchcrafts, sorceries,— 
(5) false witnesses, hypocrisies, (double- 
-heartedness). this point the plurals break off and the 
list takes new beginning. cannot accidental that 
the order exactly that sq. with the one differ- 
ence transposing thefts and idolatries,—a transposition 
which supported the one hand, and not 
thought doubtful, the other, account the “rob- 
beries” which (See later 145.) The conjecture 
lies very close that “thefts” here originally occupied the 
eighth place, and has been transposed the fifth under 
the influence and the reminiscences—fresh 
every scribe’s the ten commandments (Ex. xx. 
13; Deut. well our Lord’s words Matt. 
xix. 18, and the best MSS. Mark 18. But the agree- 
ment the order, stands the MS., with that ii. 
jecture. The insertion the Constt. also 
discredited the parallelism but the parallelism appar- 
ently throws its weight for the plural form 
have too close relation ii. sq. 
remain doubtful. there, here they follow upon and 
are attached sins speech, and include (1) guile, 
confidently adopt this list also, then, 
and the order which the MS. Even 
(Barnabas? and MS.) preferable the 
the Constt. the end, however, the testimony Bar- 
nabas and the Constt. induce insert final term, 
which stands the final term both wit- 
nesses, and could scarcely have been added independently. 
the climax, here, just the next list ends climacti- 
cally And this aspect it, looks 


genuine should stand just before the tenth name. 
probably, however, inserted accord with 
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should probably retain also the which Barnabas 
alone transmits. 

v.2. this section the sin-list, the gives 
nineteen items, and the Constt. supports throughout,— 
apart from some minor points detail. Here, too, 
have the general support Barnabas, which was lacking 
the previous verse, and the presence which 
gives attesting group great strength. Barnabas 
agrees with the MS. exactly the first five items, with the 
exception that inserts before the first. 
Between the fifth and sixth inserts 
the previous sentence, “not cleaving that which good 
nor righteous judgment,” that may rejected out 
hand. The slight changes which introduces the 
sixth and seventh items are opposed internal evidence. 
The eighth, ninth, tenth, and eleventh, supports ex- 
actly. Between the eleventh and twelfth 
its unfitness for this context. After this supports the 
MS. the end. Barnabas this detailed 
way suffices, not only establish the general list the 
MS., but also its details even when the Constitutions 
desert it. 

sixth chapter the Didache fails Barna- 
bas, except trace, perhaps, verse xix. 
gratefully received ‘because just this verse that 
passed over the Constitutions. The Constantinople 
MS., therefore, and the Constitutions are our sole wit- 
nesses this chapter. This ought not throw its gen- 
uineness into doubt, but prevents 
implicit confidence the details the text. The Con- 
stitutions contain the first clause verse and imply 
some thing like the second clause; and quote from 
verse imply the whole it. What concerns 
verse 
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the Constitutions reads The internal 
evidence ambiguous: hand, the statement 
the MS. appears rather objective; the other, appears 
likely that “from this way” stood the original docu- 
ment. cannot better than follow doubtfully 
the MS. 


has more primitive flavor than the strong 


the MS. But, again, material for confident decision 
wanting. 


Reviewing this examination, obtain the following 
list changes, which, appears, should probably 
introduce into the text the Constantinople MS., viz.: 

Title: bracket and omit omit second title. 


gin opposite 

Place the margin opposite eis. 

cov the margin. 

the latter the margin; insert after with 
omit opposite the margin; place “Add 
after with “omit” opposite them the 
margin. 


Iv. Insert between and the words 
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Iv. Place opposite rév before the 
the margin; place opposite the word 
the margin. 

Add the margin before and place 
omit the margin opposite the before 

Iv. 10. Insert after bracket place 

Iv. 11. Add before for 

Iv. 14. Transfer the margin; 
instead with the latter the margin; 
bracket 

The result such examination the text 
have made certainly, first all, give increased 
confidence the general purity its transmission the 
Constantinople MS. may venture adopt the 
corrections that MS. which suggests, have gained, 
further, purer text which found our study the 
contents and relations work. Feeling the ground 
grow thus firmer beneath our feet, becomes possible 
discuss with some satisfaction such problems the fol- 
lowing: The sources and composition the treatise; the 
disposition its matter; its theological and ethical teach- 
ing; the history its use and abuse the church; and 
many others which inevitably start themselves the mind 
the student. Sheer lack space will compel 
postpone most these pressing questions future 
occasion. Let only said that beginning has been 
made Krawutzcky™ thorough study the use 
made the Two Ways the Canons and Constitutions; 
Zahn may profitably consulted the use made 
Barnabas; Harnack’s remarks the Canons and Con- 
stitutions deserve consultation; and now Professor 
Harris has given some insight into its use the 
line Oracles. For the rest, must confine ourselves 

Tiibingen Theolog. Quartalschrift, 1882. 
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the two subjects the composition the treatise and its 
doctrinal and ethical teaching. 


THE COMPOSITION THE TWO WAYS. 


the original title the treatise can attributed 
its author, appears have undertaken his work with 
Acts ii. 42, “And they continued steadfastly the teach- 
all events, laid out his treatise the lines the 
Christian commonplace the two ways, with conscious 
reference, doubt, the Scriptures, though, perhaps, 
not any one definite passage. Jer. xxi. Behold, 
have given before your face Tod 
may have been most sharply present his mind. 
But the conception spread over the face the Script- 
ures, old and new, and found strikingly similar forms 
Deuteronomy (xxx. 15),and Baruch (ii. 1),and Matthew 
(vii. 13), and Peter (ii. 2), alike. The constant use the 
simple word “The Way” the Book Acts (cf. ii. 28; 
ix. Xiv. 27; 25; 23; 14, 22; 
also Cor. iv. 17; xii. 31; Heb. 20) synonym the 
Christian life, shows already figuring sort Chris- 
tian “slang,” may pardoned the word. Clement 
account difficult trace the phrase back any one 
definite passage the case our author, just 
the cases the Testt. XII. Patriarchs, Aser. (Sinker, 
183), the writer the Talmud, Berachoth b.; both 
which appear independent our Teaching Dr. 
Charles Hodge’s Way Life” The Letters from Hell, 
“It was true, awfully true, that had not followed 
the way life, but the paths death since the days even 
childhood.” 

accordance with the obvious indications this con- 
ception, our author divides his treatise into two parts, the 
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former and larger portion (i. 2—iv.) treating the Way 
Life, and the latter (v.) the Way Death, the whole 
closing (vi.) with some broad, concluding exhortations. 
making his disposition the matter included 
under the former these two great divisions, seems 
evident that the author was working under the influ- 
ence strong reminiscence either our Gospel 
Matthew some thing with much the same contents. 
Matt. xxii. 35-40 all the commandments are summed 
the two love God and love our neigh- 
bor. Matt. vii. the Golden Rule brought into 
close connection with the two ways. Matt. xix. 
would enter into life should keep the commandments, 
which are specified as: “Thou shalt not kill; Thou 
shalt not commit adultery; Thou shalt not steal; Thou 
shalt not bear false witness; Honor thy thy 
mother; Thou shalt love thy neighbor 
thou wouldst perfect, go, sell that thou hast and give 
the like manner, the author our tractate 
declares that the way life consists keeping the two 
commandments love God and our 
avoiding all that forbidden the golden rule, which 
analyzed once into the commandments the 
second the decalogue. The collocation these 
three things: the ways life and death, the golden rule, 
and the decalogue, very strongly recalls the words 
Jesus recorded Matthew. that the disposition 
the treatise itself gives very ‘real grounds for assuming 
that depends our first Gospel. 

This strengthened (and strengthens) the appear- 
ance actual use the phraseology Matthew. 
evident, indeed, that the author does not intend make 
exact quotations from immediate appeals any writing. 
succinctly and clearly states the authoritative 
teaching, which observed drawn from Scripture, 
but not quoted from any special passage it. like 
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manner, verse the evident purpose rules definite, 


clear, succinct statement authoritative truth. 
authorities are adduced; the truth didactically and 
dogmatically stated, from teacher, accredited 
his position, and dealing with his matter freely. Under 
such circumstances there reason doubt that the 
matter drawn from Matthew, because compressed 
and simplified and made easy grasp and hold mem- 
ory. comparison the commands love God and 
our neighbor, with the same injunctions Matthew 
reveals the very closest relationship between 
the two; while the very form them the 
betrays studied compression. is, perhaps, too much 
say that the prepositing suggests reminis- 
cence the parallel Mark xii. sq.; yet found 
there too. Only the change “the Lord into 
“the God that made thee” needs accounting for before 


decide that Matthew certainly the source from which 


the Teaching drew. This phrase also occurs Barnabas 
xiv. where borrowed from the Teaching, and also 
Justin Martyr, Apol. 16, where may borrowed 
from either Barnabas (although the use Barnabas 
Justin not yet fully proven) the that 
Justin did not use the Teaching not certain some 
seem think.” There reason think its insertion 
here any thing else than original with our author; and 


seems due the purpose the treatise, catechism 


directed those just becoming Christians, whom the 
creatorship God needed emphasizing rather than their 
personal part that God which would suit Jewish 
readers better. But thus conclude that all the 
divergences the words from the form given Mat- 
thew are such the author the Teaching would nat- 
urally make adapting them his purpose, there exists 
reason why may not refer them Matthew their 
source. 
Cf. Harris, Journal Christian Philosophy, 1884, 380. 
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The negative form which the Golden Rule takes the 
latter portion explicable also from the desire 
the writer express its far-reaching teaching form 
which should once, account its definiteness 
and easy comprehensibility, fitted serve the 
food” catechumens and easy point attachment 
for the negative commandments which were follow. 
Otherwise its language not further removed from 
that Matt. vii. than ordinary freedom quotation 
allows. There compression and change from the 
plural the singular the first clause, and the last 
from the imperative the future (the actual reading 
the MS. the imperative singular): but nothing that can 
throw doubt Matthew’s being its source. The fact that 
the sentiment attributed Confucius, and Hillel, and 
stands Tobit (iv. 15, «al the 
negative form, has tendency suggest that sentence 
nearly verbally from Matthew came from any all 
these sources rather Nor the fact that was 
current the Stoical ethics more importance. Har- 
nack quotes Lampridius’s Alexander Severus, 51: Quod 
fiert non vis, and apparently lays 
some stress the parallel: the Latin version far closer 
this, however, than the Greek: autem quod 
non vis ficri, and the conjecture lies very 
close that the Emperor drew from the Latin version 
characteristic Christian teaching directly indi- 
rectly.” the whole, the dependence Matthew, which 
already probable from the general scheme the tract 
corroborated these special phrases, which differ from 


have preferred speak thus mildly the text, seeing that the neg- 
ative form this rule was, doubt, pre-Christian even Greek letters. 
Cf. Isocrates, quoted Gibbon (Decline and Fall, liv. note 36). But 
Lampridius distinctly states that Alexander got saying from Jews 
Christians :—Clamabatque saepius quod quibusdam sive sive Chris- 
tianis audierat tenebat, etc. Lampridius adds: Quam sententiam usque 
deo dilexit, Palatio publicis operibus praescribi jubebat. This 
seems, indeed, another trace the circulation the Latin Didascalia. 
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Matthew only the direction and the degree that the 
direct, didactic purpose the writer and the character 
the audience which addressing will readily 
account for. 

The plan the section the Way Life (i. 2—iv.) 
very easily traced (i. being omitted 
the grounds given above). After the general introduc- 
tory statement there follows immediately enu- 
meration the sins which are forbidden the way 
life, covering the matter from 6,and this may 
call the negative part. positive part, communicating the 
duties commended the Way Life, follows, including 
7—iv. 11, and itself followed three broad con- 
cluding exhortations, iv. 12-14. The negative portion 
itself (i. falls into two parts, the first which 
sets forth the negative commandments the way life 
(i. and the second which sets forth “what 
forbidden these commandments” quite the sense 
this phrase the Westminster Shorter Catechism, ques- 
tions 41, 55, odd indication the continuity 
Christian thought and methods through all ages. 

The reference the words that open verse “of these 
words, however, the teaching this,” not altogether 
obvious, and has been variously understood commen- 
tators. the whole, seems likely that this charge 
the catechumens the writer had only the command 
love our neighbor mind, and, having stated, passes over 
the command love God. Then the command love 
our neighbor stated negatively the Golden Rule and 
expanded into the commandments that are attached it. 
that case the reference “these words” the 
immediately preceding Golden Rule, which they prom- 
ise expansion. undeniable that, this the true 
interpretation, the writer does not stick closely his 
scheme throughout: iii. concerns itself with idolatry 
and iii. with blasphemy, while occasional item 
suggests duties God rather man. But these 


. 

J 

- 


144 Text, Sources, and Contents “The 


departures, departures they be, are exceedingly slight 
well rare, and the tract distinctly concerns itself 
with morality rather than religion. 

ii. the list sins condemned the Golden Rule 
taken negatively begun. That the decalogue (Ex. xx. 
13) underlay the author’s principle arrangement clear. 
The order the decalogue, its restatement Matt. 
xix. (cf. Mark 18), followed the beginning. And 
yet that the decalogue only the basis the work, 
already evident from the distribution its simple 
shalt not commit adultery,” into the three items adul- 
tery, paederasty, and fornication. enlarged, explained, 
and enforced decalogue, the model our Lord’s 
words reported Matthew, seems the author’s 
purpose. Whether not Romans xiii. was also his 
mind seems difficult determine: seems likely, how- 
ever, that reminiscence that passage has deflected the 
Latin version into order sins which places adultery 
first and murder second. That Matt. xix. sq. was the 
prominent deflecting force the arrangement the orig- 
inal, however, seems probable from Matt. xix. 19, and its 
apparent expansion ii. especially The debt 
Matthew crops out, too, the ov« (Matt. 33) 
with which ii. opens. ii. there apparent depend- 
ence Cor. 10, 11; not only are the classes mentioned 
Paul, “fornicators, covetous, extortioners, idolaters,” 
all hinted at, but the two items closely connected 
Paul, and extortioners,” are brought together. 
reminiscence Rom. sq. also appears somewhat 
The structure the sentence ii. forcibly recalls 
Jude and 23, and the words inserted, 
seems likely they ought be, reminiscence Jude 
can scarcely doubted (cf. Harnack, 227, note). The 
final clause the chapter apparently again due 
Matt. xix. 19; the one closes the list commandments 
with command love our neighbors, does the 
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bring his list end with somewhat strengthened 
reminiscence the same. 

The order sins chapter ii. somewhat peculiar, 
and that may get the ordering principle the 
author’s mind will necessary compare the three 
lists ii. sq.; ili. sq.; and sq. The second these 
the most formally arranged and must our key the 
matter. From perceive that the writer condemn- 
ing five great classes sins: (1) murder, (2) lust, (3) idol- 
atry, (4) theft, (5) blasphemy; and, though basing his 
arrangement scriptural grounds (where, g., idolatry 
frequently brought close adultery), yet appears 
introduce original element. comparing, now, the 
other lists with this, may observe that the evils brought 
together the end belong under the fifth head 
(iii. 6), inasmuch the this class appears here 
but also clear from their general charac- 
ter that these are the same that appear ii. 6—both con- 
ever, that the sins ii. and ii. are somewhat mixed 
ness” seeming out place after “robberies.” Even ii. 
however, “hypocrisy” not sin deceit, but sin 
violence evil-nature. And observable that, 
according our author’s scheme, murmuring, self-will, 
and evil-mindedness all fall under the head blasphemy. 
Apparently, the class blasphemy represented 
from down, and ii. 3-6 inclusive. 
doubt, must guard against erecting artificial harmony 
between the three lists. classifying sins, not their 
nature, but their progeny, may speak, the 
same tendency may often find place under one head 
readily under another: particularly “thefts” (iii. and 
“blasphemies” (iii. lie close one iii. 


false speech “theft,” and vain-glory: ii. and 


rapacity separated from “thefts” and put with the 
VoL, No. 169. 
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sins evil nature that lead blasphemy. Nor will the 
identification that have suggested settle all the prob- 
lems the lists. Why, for instance theft 
tween lust and magic (idolatry) ii. and but 
between idolatry and blasphemy This variation 
order appears certainly due the author, not 
the scribes, and apparently caused deflection from 
his preferred order (iii. under the influence the deca- 
logue. Why, again, are abortions separated from mur- 
ders, classed apparently with sorceries? Why 
does ii. close with “covetousness” pass over sins 
culties remain; but consider abortions appendix 
sorcery, and the items ii. 3-6 detailed statement 
the sins that lead blasphemy (iii. 6), the 
the lists and their principle arrangement are both 
apparent, 


II. sq. III. sq. 
Murder, Murder, Murder, 
Lust, Lust, Lust, 
Sorcery, Idolatry, 
Covet 

Blasphemy. Blasphemy. 


iii. the second part the negative treatment 
the way life begins (iii. which the sins the 
list ii. sq. are traced their finer transition 
being not much more refined sins the deeper 
and less noticeable roots evil. Hence the appropriate- 
ness the opening words: child, flee from every 
evil and from every thing that like taken, almost 
certainly, from Thess. 22,—on which founded, the 
model the Sermon the Mount, condemnation 
the first beginnings the evils that the author saw about 
him. For this purpose writes five artistically parallel 
sentences, making mention each, first, root evil, 
next the gross sin which leads, then other sim- 
ilar roots, ending with repetition the gross sin 
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which they lead. The symmetrical structure these 
sentences does not suggest the construction Christian 
decalogue Harnack thinks, out the second 
table the law; but rather recalls its tone and manner 
the proverb-literature the Old Testament (Proverbs 
and Sirach especially). The detailed sins here condemned 
rest the Old Testament law, worked out the evan- 
gelical side: most the items are found the LXX. 
lists sins the New Testament. Especially Titus 
prominently possible sources. The latter passage even 
seems have been probably used: declares that the 
Lord knows how keep for judgment especially those 
The Didachographer forbids (iii. the catechu- 
possible that iii. reminiscence the trembling 
dignities crops out also. 

iii. the negative treatment the way life left 
and the positive duties entails are introduced. The 
section thus introduced extends iv. inclusive, and 
treats turn the duties one’s self (iii. the 
church (iv. 1-4), the poor (iv. 5-8), and members 
the household (iv. The remainder the third 
chapter thus occupied with what may called the 
personal duties which each man owes himself—the 
duties right temper and disposition. has, therefore, 
direct relation opposition the sins hitherto con- 
demned, and rightly stands next them and opens the 
positive treatment the subject. The section begins 
with direct appeal the Sermon the Mount (Matt. 
the character all its injunctions 
the highest degree Christian and scriptural. Few 
them, however, fall into the exact language Scripture. 
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may have been suggested the writer here the pass- 
age from Peter ii. that was apparently ruling his 
avoid finding reference Rom. xii. 16; and iii. the 
writer rests Sirach ii. 

The discourse passes from the duties owed one’s self 
those due the church, iv. words that may 
reminiscence Heb. xiii. (cf. Peter iii. 2), and 
orderly treats turn the duties due teachers (iv. 1), 
the saints (iv. 2), the church unity (iv. beginning), 
and church discipline (iv. The somewhat 
enigmatical clause that constitutes iv. has been puzzle 
reworkers and commentators alike: both have usually: 
reference entirely foreign its context. Hermas, 
Vis. (Zahn’s Supplementum Clementinum 315), pos- 
sibly refers prophecy. Apparently the author the 
Two Ways meant judgment, cf. but may have 
left the expression purposely broad, with mental refer- 
it; for while retaining the unlimited expression and mis- 
placing keeps context judicial dealing with 
the brethren. 

From iv. iv. the duties charity are treated 
which, the corrupt text the MS. and the Constitu- 
tions are anticipated sq. This sub-section opens 
(iv. Sirach iv. 31) and closes (iv. init. Sirach iv. 
with appeal the teaching one the most popular 
Jewish apocrypha. the last verse (iv. there also 
obvious reference Acts iv. and later Rom. xv. 27. 

Household duties (iv. g-11) are orderly treated: first, 
duties parents children (iv. 9); second, masters 
servants (iv. 10), and lastly, servants masters (iv. 11), 
quite after the model Paul’s especially Eph. 
vi. and Col. iii., iv. particular the mutual duties 
masters and slaves are closely parallel Eph. vi. sq. 
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and Col. iii. 22—iv. 1,—although the language our 
treatise free and independent. 

The closing verses the fourth chapter (12-14) round 
the whole treatment the way life offering 
certain final exhortations such general sort that they 
cover the whole ground recapitulatorily. The stress laid 
hating hypocrisy seems founded our Lord’s constant 
reproof that vice the Sermon the Mount and 
elsewhere. The last clause recalls Deut. iv. 
22. The opening words iv. seem rest Jas. 
16; its close presents reminiscence Heb. 22, 
“Let draw near,..... having our hearts sprinkled 
possibly not without influence 
the memory such passages Matt. sq. The 
close conjoining prayer and confession very likely 
due the reminiscence Jas. which affected the 
early part the verse. 

The second grand division the treatise the Two 
Ways—that setting forth the Way Death—occupies 
and consists long list sins, divided the middle 
change construction. The first half (v. 1), consist- 
ing twenty-three items, parallel with the lists ii. 
sq. and iii. sq., and ends climactically 
(omitted the MS.). The second half, consisting 
items, new and ends the climax, 
The section opens with general which 
seems not unlikely include reminiscence Peter ii. 
14, The items that are adduced 
are all clearly Christian and biblical, but can assigned 
special passages only with considerable doubt. 
the phrase somewhat forcibly recalls 
Rev. xxii. 15, where, however, the verb used; 
lower down recalls Rom. xii. 
and still lower there seems reminiscence Isa. 
“loving vanity,” etc. 

The sixth chapter, opening with warning against 
deserting the teaching the book (vi. 1), closes the whole 
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work with tender word allowance (vi. and strict 
caution against idolatry (vi. 3), recalling, this last point, 
the last words John,—though perhaps not sharply 
prove dependence it. The first clause vi. 
recalls Acts xv. and Matt. xi. 29, while the second 
clause recalls (though with broader reference) Matt. xix. 
21. The teaching Cor. viii. sq. precisely that which 
the treatise, and brings symmetrically end. The 
last verse appears clearly part the Two Ways, and 
only accidentally begins with phrase parallel with the 
section-headings succeed (cf. Harnack, etc., sq.). 

the result this somewhat long discussion may 
form table the Scriptures used our author, and 
synopsis his train thought. The latter has already 
been given.” For the former will enough say 
recapitulatory way that the writer has used apparently 
besides certain Old Testament books, canonical (such 
Exodus, Deuteronomy, Jeremiah, and Isaiah) and apocry- 
phal (Tobit and Sirach), the following New Testament 
lonians, (Ephesians), Hebrews, James, 
Peter™), Jude, 


THEOLOGY AND ETHICS THE TWO WAYS. 


The meaning the prominence the ethical, dis- 
tinguished from what called theological, teaching 
these chapters not determined apart from their 
object and aim. The comparison with the Epistle 
James, which has been suggested many writers, pre- 
mature, until the relation these opening chapters the 
remainder the Didache has been settled. judge 
that the Didachographer has simply incorporated here 
catechetical treatise which found already use, 


See above, sq. 
Cf. (with judgment) Harnack, Prolegom. 15. 
For the whole subject relation Scripture, cf. Schaff, pp. 
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explanation its purely ethical contents may sug- 
gested, with some plausibility, which would altogether 
out place, judge that has composed this cate- 
chism for himself. either case, however, the use which 
has made not such will justify our declaring 
that represented Christianity him and contained all 
that considered that Christians need concern themselves 
about. mere fact the reception the act 
baptism, before which (vii. this teaching was 
received, implies much greater amount teaching 
theological truth than given these chapters. The 
meaning the rite itself has not been explained: nor would 
the recipient, had been taught only what here stated, 
know much what the triune name which was 
administered meant. The name Jesus not once 
named the whole catechism: the fact sonship, say 
nothing its meaning, not once spoken of. The Holy 
Spirit himself only mentioned once, and that wholly 
the way and incidentally. the candid student will 
clear that chapters were the Didachographer, 
not the catechism properly so-called, body truth 
taught the catechumen which was fitted for bap- 
tism: but the formal declaration the catechumen the 
moment baptism, the mode life that solemn act 
entailed upon him. They are not much the catechism 
what modern language should call the 
the catechumens. They represent, thus, not what 
seemed the Didachographer the essential elements 
Christianity, but what seemed him the essential nature 
the Christian walk: not the nature Christianity, but 
the character Christian life: not what was believed, 
but what was done: not the theology Christian- 
ity, but its ethics. this view the matter cannot 
appeal even Origen’s saying that Christ taught begin- 
ners the law, and only the perfect the gospel. These 
chapters not represent the teaching given beginners: 
they constitute only the solemn charge the life they 
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were henceforth live the world, given the offici- 
ating officer the moment baptism those who, 
already properly instructed for that act, appeared 
receive the sign and seal the new birth, and have 
“the beautiful name” named upon them. And this the 
most natural view the aim and object these chapters, 
whether they are considered the product the same pen 
that wrought the rest the Didache older material 
found ready his hand and freely incorporated into his 
work. For the latter case, would most naturally 
use the matter which adopted because already use, 
for the purpose for which found use. And 
apparent that uses, not composes, these chapters 
the charge the neophytes about baptized.” 

this probable, are not surprised not finding 
our present chapters more theological. They have noth- 
ing with faith, but deal with immediate and practi- 
And can ask after their theology only 
ask after the theology any other practical charge, 
—that is, can only seek discover from chance hints 
dropped them what theology was held their author. 
And far from being able attribute him only the 
theology which can find trace such treatise, 
can only hope run across occasional remark 
that may give hint his theology its broadest 
and most shadowy outlines. not unusually 
barren such hints: rather rich them for docu- 
ment its The writer’s doctrine God, for 
instance, tolerably fully revealed us. might not, 
indeed, able confidently determine his attitude 
towards sucha conception that the Trinity, although 
iv. big with obscure hints. What this Spirit 
for example, whose work make ready 
those whom God comes, and without whose prepara- 
tion comes not? And who this God that comes and 


This the view the matter presented also Pastor Dr. Bielen- 
stein and approved Zahn (Theolog. Literaturblatt, Apr. 3d, 1885). 
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calls,—or, according another and perhaps better read- 
ing, who came Obscure hints, these,—from which 
scarce dare draw inferences. But certainly the Holy 
Ghost and his work the human heart here alluded 
to; and who came call men Jesus, then, 
specifically called God,—not very strange thing when 
remember that the Christians Bithynia were dis- 
tinguished Pliny’s time (cir. 105 A.D.) for just this,— 
that they sang hymns praise Christ God. The 
strangeness these hints resides only the fact that 
they stand alone these elsewhere 
them neither Holy Spirit nor Jesus named nor even 
certainly alluded to. Even the oddness this, however, 
passes away when remember the nature the treatise 
that are dealing with. 

The creatorship God openly asserted and 
that his plastic power children come 
into life. His omnipresent and unceasing watch over 
events declared 10: Without God, nothing comes 
(iv. 10); our Master (iv. 11); the searcher hearts (iv. 
10), and hater all that evil (iv. 12). Goodness the 
essential quality all his acts whois the 
recompenser the reward (iv. 7): and there respect 
persons with him (iv. 10). Love demanded 
towards him, because was who made (i. 2): honor 
belongs him (iv. 1), and fear (iv. 10). lacking 
fear him the climax sin (v. end),—a trait drawn, 
perhaps, from reminiscence the first chapter the 
Epistle the Romans. 

Over against God there other. The unity God 
not, indeed, could not well such 
treatise.” But idolatry repeatedly forbidden (v. 1), and 
all that leads (iii. 4): and the beings worshipped 
the offerings the heathen are but “dead gods” (vi. 3). 


the other hand, had here true catechism for heathen catechu- 
mens, this have been asserted. 
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God has made known his will men through com- 
mandments (iv. 13), and has therefore word (iv. 1), which 
proclaimed them special servants, who are there- 
fore receive honor. The sacredness the word 
insisted upon: the reverential awe that inspires not 
mark those the way life that they continually 
tremble the words they hear. lays yoke men’s 
necks (vi. 2), but makes them perfect they bear it; for 
(iv. brings them what imperishable distinguished 
from mortal things. teaching received that 
“apart from (vi. 1), and having received, they 
have, his commandments, they are guard them well and 
preserve them from addition less than loss (iv. 13). 
Nothing said these commandments being written; 
but there unmistakably contained these passages 
something very like doctrine sacred Scripture, and 
that doctrine might very well expressed the modern 
formula that the word God (iv. iv. 13) the sufficient 
(vi. iv. and sole (vi. iv. 13) rule faith and prac- 
tice. Clearly definite revelation from God his will— 
not added to, not taken from—leading sal- 
vation, here presupposed. would impossible 
find this revelation the Old Testament only: not 
the Old Testament law that the writer the treatise pro- 
fesses explaining, but the teaching the apostles; 
and from New Testament that all his spirit and 
most his commands are taken. Yet the Old Testament 
not set aside: the laws the decalogue shine through 
his own,— Isaiah and Sirach yield him sacred words. 
But along with these are words from Matthew, 
Romans, Corinthians, Thessalonians, Ephesians, [Colos- 
sians], Jude, James, Peter), Hebrews, [Revelation]. 
Were not these part his sacred deposit—which could 
not taken from nor added the closely related 
(in tendency and time) Testaments the XII. Patriarchs, 
Paul’s work and word apparently for him written the 
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sacred books substituted for them, but 
adjoined them.” any event, knows definite 
word God, honored such and preserved 
intact and unalloyed: and uses these new books, too, 
parts very important sacred teaching. 

The doctrine salvation held our writer less 
clearly adumbrated his words. The whole scheme 
his treatise proclaims the necessity holy life: the two 
ways life and death separate this,—one holi- 
ness, the other vice. And the judge just recom- 
penser the reward. But the difference between them 
lies equally revealed also this: those who walk the 
one, love God and their neighbor. And the good works 
the way life are but the fruit the inner disposi- 
tions sq.). If, single passage, alms-giving 
looked upon working ransoming sins (iv. 
also another (iv. 10) and closely neighboring passage 
the Spirit, not man’s own will, that determines whom 
God shall come upon call. openly asserted that 
God calls men: and that not according the outward 
condition which they live, but according the prepara- 
tion the Spirit. need not sticklers for the entire 
theological consistency our author: Jewish-Christian 
heritage probably shows itself the stress laid upon 
alms-giving. But neither need make him unnecessarily 
inconsistent: probably placed salvation the hands 
God, but made much the necessity works, and 
placed not far from the attitude James (ii. sq.). 
Faith not once mentioned the treatise; which need 
not surprise us, however, such treatise. 

Unto what God calls men (iv. 10) not more plainly 
indicated than the word life (i. over against death. 
There seems deliverance contemplated from both 


for curious parallel, the tenth the paragraphs the 
manifesto the Jews southern Russia our own day. 


Compare, for the prevalence this doctrine the early Uhl- 
horn’s Christian Charity the Early Church, 211. 
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the curse sin (iv. and its power And what 
obtained from God imperishable contrast 
what mortal (iv. 8). The fate the wicked called 
only death. When the meek are promised the inheritance 
the earth (iii. 7), are left darkness the exact 
understanding the words which our writer 
only certain that loved holiness and dreaded curse 
death. 

The ethics the treatise are high and the best sense 
Christian. The simplicity and immediate practical pur- 
pose the writer makes almost difficult, however, 
trace ethical theory his words draw his the- 
ology out them. This much, however, plain, that 
right and wrong were plain and tangible facts him, and 
the difference between them great (i. 1). His conscience 
wrong was keen enough pierce beneath acts dis- 
positions, beneath appearances the roots evil (iii. 1). 
His appreciation the good was sufficiently cultivated 
specially admire that meek sisterhood graces which 
was reserved for Christianity awaken the conscious- 
ness and love the world (iii. sq.). The Christian 
spirit further shown the summing all duty 
love God and our neighbor (i. 2), and, like the Proverbs 
the old dispensation, finding the beginning wisdom 
the fear God (iv. 10). Not mere conscience, 
which, however, recognized the monitor man (iv. 
14), but the commandments God (iv. 13), furnish the 
standard duty: and these commandments are conven- 
iently summed the decalogue the Old Testament 
broadened and deepened the interpretations 
Jesus (ii., The external norm virtue, thus, 
what pleasing God (iv. 12); its internal norm ten- 
der conscience (iv. 14); while convenient rule nega- 
tive action found the Golden Rule (i. 2). 

Underlying the whole treatise runs appeal vir- 
tuous life, based the diverse ends which evil and 
good conduct lead. The way virtue the way life: 
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that evil, death. The chief motive good that 
appealed thus the hope reward and fear pun- 
eousness has its reward (v. 2): give the hope 
receive again (iv. and work out ransoming our 
sins (iv. 6). Yet must hesitate attribute too grossly 
utilitarian ethic the author: the New Testament 
side side with its lofty appeal conscience places 
equally strong appeal the recompense the reward; 
and our author ranges among the most heinous sinners 
those that seek after reward (v. 2); and, though prob- 
ably meant this human relation, his divine theories 
may have partaken the same principle. matter 
fact, too, appeal made other motives: are choke 
down evil dispositions, because they lead evil deeds 
(iii. sq.), whence evil seems hateful for its own sake (iv. 
12); and desire for perfection evidently strong and 
leading force the writer (vi. and used determine 
action,—whence good seems lovable for its own sake. 
remembrance the blessedness what have 
received used motive further good (iv. 8). Even 
pure love souls appears motive capable moving 
men watchful care over their conduct (iv. 10). 
need not seek perfect singleness motive: thor- 
oughly consistent use both higher and lower considera- 
tions secure the same end, and does not argue that 
our author had love for holiness that pleads the 
future retribution and reward motive it. the 
contrary, appears have very high appreciation 
its beauty and keen insight into its loveliness. Most 
concisely stated, his ethical system appears distinctly 
Christian, and, such, separated decidedly from the 
Jewish from the heathen morality the times.” 
Certain difficulties are found the apparent sanction 
classes castes virtue vi. and the apparent cross- 
ing the evangelical law love our neighbor ii. 


Sabatier extreme his statements its Jewish affinities. 
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should very sure that rightly understand the 
passages, however, before introduce inconsistency 
teaching well-ordered atreatise. Perhaps the 
latter case the exaggeration the final clause ii. the 
saving clause. And must recollect that this verse 
occurs the midst portion the treatise, 
where “thou shalt not hate any man” the counterpart 
“thou shalt love thy neighbor.” The added positive 
clauses are this point view concession the Chris- 
tian heart the writer, and culminate the command 
love some least not only as, but above, ourselves. 
the face the positive command and these added 
clauses here are not justified seeing lowering 
the demands our Lord’s rule our present passage. 
The meaning vi. has been clouded too much dis- 
context for interpretation: and certainly the context 
says nothing chastity, celibacy, the Jewish law. 
Verse warns the reader against being led astray from 
this way teaching; where “this” must refer the 
requirements laid down the previous chapters. Verse 
joins this with “for,” and therefore has with 
the same subject. who keeps the whole yoke the 
law, therefore, who puts into full practice all the 
precepts that had been the preceding chapters enun- 
ciated; and who does will term used 
apparently the exact sense Matt. xix. But the 
author recognizes that sanctification striven after, rather 
than attained, and adds clause apparently designed 
preserve the young Christian from hopeless despair and 
encourage him fight his good fight hope: But 
thou art not able bear the whole yoke the Lord, 
what thou art able.” Itis the pastor that speaks here, 
elsewhere the treatise the pastor, who encourages and 
aids the lambs. far from there being recognized here, 
therefore, two distinct classes the church the Montan- 
istic conception which Hilgenfeld seeks fasten upon 
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these words,—or two stages attainment: there 
only revealed mild and tolerant spirit that makes more 
the upward striving than the self-righteous attain- 
ment. Again the conception appears Christian. 

The detailed ethical teaching the treatise, which 
very rich and very compressed, can best observed 
reading over with the help the analysis which has 
been presented above. cannot justly estimated 
unless carefully bear mind that the treatment first 
negative and then positive (iii. 7-iv.) and then 
again first negative treatment pointing 
out the sins that who travelling the way life 
must avoid, and the second those which are characteristic 
the way death. Negatively all sins anger and 
murder, lust and impurity, sorcery and idolatry, lying 
and theft, necromancy and blasphemy, and all others that 
beget them resemble them are distinctly forbidden. 
sharp analysis made which carries back the sin act 
into the sin disposition: and special attention paid 
deceit and pride. the positive portion step 
higher than even this taken; not only freedom from 
evil dispositions, but positive dispositions good, are de- 
manded, and especially those virtues are singled out for no- 
tice which the heathen world despised and which make men 
gentle,— meekness, long-suffering, mercy, harmlessness, 
quietness, goodness, teachableness, loveliness soul. And 
the end commanded that association sought, not 
with the lofty, but with the just and the lowly. 
mony with this feature much space given prescribing 
the duties the poor, including cheerful and ready giving 
lending the Lord,and just sharing with the Lord’s little 
ones the recipients ourselves better things from him. 
So, too, justice and tenderness dealing with slaves are 
enjoined and secured Christian sanction. the other 
hand the slave reverence his master seeing him 
the image the Master all, God. The treatise 
compressed, however, that make abstract would 
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transcribe it. only needful here point out 
the main lines its teaching. 

Attention should not fail given the truly relig- 
ious character the whole ethical teaching the trea- 
tise. part simply ethical but all its purpose 

and details, religious; and would more precise 
speak its counsels sanctification than its moral 
teaching. This apparent, for instance, its care 
secure the performance our earthly duties referring 
them what may most specifically called our duty 
God. The duty parents their children that swallows 
all others that from their youth they shall teach 
them the fear God. The motive for restraining bitter 
commands slaves lest they should lose their fear 
Him who Lord over both master and servant. 

There also evidently very rich church life underly- 
ing the commands our treatise. The commandments 
word God, which has been received sacred and 
unalterable deposit (iv. 13), proclaimed unto them 
official person (iv. whom they are bidden honor 

the Lord himself and remember night and day,— appar- 

ently order his support. with the saints (cf. iii. 

that their daily life passed and their social life 

matter study them and schism avoided (iv. 3). 

What officers the church had,— what organization had 


Ba 
¥ 


what power government and 
what connection with other churches,—of all this ob- 
tain hint. But seems certain that there was such 
thing may called church—consisting saints, 

taught accredited teacher, and the unity which 
was important. The usages the church are also left 
undiscovered us: the words “in the congregation” 
iv. are probably spurious,—another argument for 
which the position iv. away from the the treatment 
church duties (iv. therefore cannot confi- 
dently draw from that verse commandment public con- 
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fession sins and prayer, although still most probable 
that the reference here public worship. From 
appears that public teaching was part the church work. 
Beyond this have nothing. 

doubt dealing his estimate the the- 
ological and religious teaching the Didache with the 
whole treatise,but what says isin great degree applicable 
this section taken separately. brightly 
ated with the evening glow the apostolic radiance,” 
and dominated everywhere the conviction that 
eternal life has been revealed Jesus Christ,—the strange 
assurance that seemed Lucian the most striking char- 
acteristic Christians. Though the confession Christ 
and the call faith fall here into the background, and the 
purity the Christian walk forms the chief subject, yet 
even here God who calls and prepares the journeyers 
the path life and who sustains and brings comple- 
tion his church. 

speak the “tendency” such treatise some- 
what misnomer. Its “tendency” Christian and, 
apart from doubtful tenet two, orthodox, far 
can trace it. There are not lacking, however, signs 
Jewish inheritance and seems most natural, every 
way, attribute Jewish Christian the same type 
the authors St. James’ Epistle and the Testt. XII. 
Patriarchs, which three Canon Spence rightly draws 
together. Internal evidence-is silent place com- 
position and the time only far defined con- 
sistent with very early date. The use the treatise 
Barnabas the one hand, and its use Paul and Mat- 
thew the other, give the pretty wide limits the 
last quarter the first century. Sober judgment rec- 
ognition this will place somewhere earlier than, but 
near, 
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ARTICLE VI. 
CRITICAL NOTES. 
DEFENCE DRUMMOND. 


the (London, Hodder and Stoughton) for April and May, 
some one has come the Professor Drummond’s book. 
Perhaps the author The fact recognized that ‘‘its method 
reasoning has been objected to, its central principle has been pronounced 
illusion, and nearly every one the applications this principle has 
been denied some critic have had our say showing 
that, fairly and carefully tested the laws thought, the book 
means establishes all, even partial thesis, single instance, 
what professes establish. must stand logic, else fall; and 
plainly does not stand. Whether the religious ideas attempted place 
new platform physical uniformities are correct not, and whether 
the novel analogies suggests are just not, identity law the two 
realms made out. The ‘‘defence” says that the author was struck with 
the identity few the laws governing both regions,” and 
the vast generalization that the laws both might identical but 
does not pretend have proved it: yet merely hypothesis await- 
ing proof.” does not yet ask the public assent except the 
extent the few illustrations which has produced.” unintended 
inaccuracy language here nearer the truth than more correct phraseol- 
ogy would have been. Professor cases illustrations, not 
exemplifications, they should have been help out his vast generaliza- 
tion.” example would more than throw light its meaning, 
illustration analogy can: would establish the truth 
would give matter fact. Plainly his translation spiritual laws into 
the language uniform facts matter gives nothing the kind. 

language less precise and specific, which will allow some sort applica- 
tion facts entirely different kind. Professor Drummond might 
have taken this course, have intimated,' and after-thought 
seems have occurred the writer the ‘‘defence.” ‘‘Already Script- 
ure,” says, ‘‘there may found laws wide sweep which are identical 
both spheres as, for example, the favorite saying our him 
that hath shall more and shall have but from him who 
hath not shall taken away even that which hath.” 
‘‘taken,” belonged originally the physical sphere 
beyond question but they are not used our Saviour here. They are 
transferred the spiritual sphere, and are employed this connection 

Bibliotheca Sacra, vol. xlii. (April, 1885) pp. 274, 278. 
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this sphere alone. Godet says, This apothegm expresses one the 
profoundest laws the spiritual world.” Cf. Alford ‘‘He whom 
there spark spiritual desire nor meekness receive the engrafted 
word, has taken from him even that which ‘seemeth have’ (Luke).” 
(In Rev. Vers., 1881, ‘‘thinketh hath.”) The saying may have been, 
proverb among the Jews, previously applied only worldly affairs. 
Christ certainly does not apply all. money wealth followed the 
word ‘‘hath,” the proverb, could not applied law (but only 
spiritual things the word truth our Saviour’s 
language, could not applied (save analogy) things secular. Am- 
biguous elliptical expressions, course, can transferred will from 
one realm another. Godet says, Acquisitions are made only 
means of, and proportion to, what already possessed.” State this 
specific quasi either worldliness spirituality,— prefix worldly 
spiritual and then uniform fact one realm,— 
not the same law two different realms. its vagueness alone, e., its 
statement elliptical, ambiguous phraseology, that makes seem the 
latter. The writer the ‘‘defence” himself furnishes example this 
very thing which refutes himself. seems us,” says, there can 
doubt that many cases the laws natural and spiritual life may 
stated with scientific exactness identical terms. instance from 
Mr. Drummond: which secures the, safety the individual 
without personal effort the vital exercise faculty, disastrous character.” 
Expositor, 252. Turning Mr. book, the principle stated 
there very different one. not propounded common law the 
two worlds, any means. speaking the spiritual world alone; 
and prefixes the word the word Amer. Ed., 
326. Was the omission this all-essential word the inac- 
curacy unfairness? there any excuse for it, since the book says 
explicitly, The principle stands thus: Any 
ciple which secures the safely the individual without personal effort,” 
disastrous MORAL character.” word moral necessary here make 
this spiritual statement all. And such, Professor Drummond cer- 
tainly never thought applying the Hermit Crab, the Sacculina, the 
Dodder, the Mistletoe. Have these things moral character? Nor could 
he, after stating the principle law natural objects, transfer relig- 
ion, save analogy. 

Why not these advocates the obliteration distinctions between 
things that differ quote Paul’s saying, Whatsoever man soweth that shall 
also reap? notaclear, crowning example the identity two dis- 
tinct sets phenomena, the agricultural and the moral? Does not affirm 
identical sequence cause and consequent both? may, those who 
cannot distinguish between figurative language and literal. ‘‘Sow” and 
are literally agricultural never literally moral, only metaphorically so. 
The law reaping obtains only where reaping literally possible. Retire 
Paul’s saying all words that point the literal facts from which 
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generalized substitute for soweth,” definite, distinct term, the indefinite 
term ‘‘doth,” and for reap,” the indefinite phrase kind again,” 
—and this rhetorical change seems make the uniformity stated more 
comprehensive ‘‘law,” true alike two different realms. But only 
seeming: becomes more comprehensive the character law. 
and receive, their equivalents, doubtless, once had such physical 
meanings sow and reap have still. But these have quite faded out. And 
other words which are still literal are necessary give any proposition 
which these words are used the meaning any realm, indi- 
cating the realm. only loose thinking assert that the saying, what- 
soever doth shall receive kind again, more general law any 
realm. what realm, pray 

are obliged say, what seems very elementary, that indefiniteness 
not generification, even generalization. Take out statement 
essential term, which makes law any department science, and you 
simply render indefinite, you not erect into higher generalization. 
The misquotation Mr. Drummond above means generification, 
under which certain parasites and semi-parasites natural history are one 
species, and certain religious persons another and co-ordinate species. 
hardly ought needful say this, but the persistent violation simple 
laws thought makes itso. The writer the ‘‘defence” asks: ‘‘Can 
any diversity the nature two different sets objects render certain, 
before observation, that the law their existence, the sense ‘an ascer- 
tained working order among phenomena,’ which all that Mr. Drum- 
mond means the term, cannot identical? The primary laws logic 
are well-known instances laws which apply equally objects the most 
diverse the world matter and the world This fair reflex 
the loose thinking Professor Drummond’s book. material 
the primary laws logic not apply all, but concepts them, that 
is, objects the world mind alone. Will those who assert this 
indefinite and absurd way things that who try turn the veriest 
inexactness into good enough show how the 
axioms non-contradiction and excluded middle apply things they 
thoughts! there difference between the quantification the predi- 
cate judgments and quantitative analysis chemistry? True is, that 
principle stated proper terms, showing what (scientifically) 
true, can decanted into such indeterminate and uncertain expressions 
that may affirmed almost every thing. But such ‘‘airy nothings” 
never deserve the name laws. ‘‘ascertained order” one class 
phenomena not order another There are limits this style 
playing fast and loose with exact thought, there are limits even anal- 
ogy the perception unessential similarities, and therefore even this 


are men operations, some natural, some rational, some supernatural, some poli- 
tic, some finally ecclesiastical: which measure not each his own proper law, 
whereas the things themselves are different, there will be, our understanding and 
judgment them, Eccles. Polity, book chap. 16, 
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delusive and anti-scientific fashion ‘‘the application Natural 
has decided and necessary limits viz., natural physical phenomena 
alone. 

easy, now, dispose the claim made the ‘‘defence,” that the 
book under criticism has put certain truths for the first time ‘‘in seeing 
form.” there any more ‘‘seeing” this fallacious way putting relig- 
ion into phraseology true only other things, than legitimate and logical 
forms statement? theology tricked out the guise natural science 
any better recognized than its owndress? may be, for the student 
science, ‘‘only step from the fields which has been investigating 
this new field,” where assured that will meet the old uniformi- 
ties, working order among phenomena,” transferred some legerde- 
main from matter spirit; but there danger his finding himself 
grievously misled, and missing the spiritual laws altogether? The writer 
the ‘‘defence” seems aim forestall this asserting that his author 
has made the great discovery that ‘‘the spiritual experienced less than 
the natural, and many facts religion are accessible human observa- 
tion the facts deny any discovery altogether. Nothing 
better known among Christian than all this. Indeed, the writer 
admits that method verifying religion which has long been used 
practically, whether theology has acknowledged not.” Theology 
always acknowledged it. But when this lauded new method apolo- 
getics, theologians have reasonto demur. The legitimate use the experi- 
ence converted men does not warrant any illegitimate use it. And 
make other religious facts, which conversion itself rests, turn rest upon 
the facts conversion, incontestable they are, plainly illegitimate. 

Let put together two paragraphs from the Speaking 
the religious inquirer, asserted 

believes there such thing salvation, not merely because the 
Bible has said so, but because saved man: believes Christ 
divine Saviour, not only because this stated Scripture, but because 
Christ has saved himself,” 247. 

the saved individual will work his way back the facts 
redemption and from these will pass the record redemption the 
Scriptures, thus leading the inquirer step the most elevated posi- 
tion occupied the old apologetic.” 

this means merely that experience, after and additional witness, 
confirms the word God; that having with docility received the doctrine, 
doing His will that came from God; only what has 
been thoroughly known from the beginning until now. But evidently 
new and different route from the legitimate one Christian evidence. 
puts the subjective place the objective. For the use the facts 
Christian experience made rest upon the false principle the book 
viz., the identity spiritual law with physical law. Given certain facts 
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religious life, and certain analogous phenomena the world, their asserted 
identity ‘‘new credential” religion. Mot 

For what the facts religious life rest upon? Upon the religion 
which they furnish the new credential, upon what? the former, what 
are its credentials? man saved without the facts redemption 
which works back? so, what basis? Plainly upon one 
without redemption. What becomes, then, the imagined identity between 
this non-redemptive basis and redemptive one not yet known? Whether 
man may actually redeemed without knowing all this? not now the 
question but whether can any identity between known creden- 
tial thing, and yet unknown one. How does salvation begin? 
the record Scripture pushed aside for the basis science? No, the 
would but for the identity the laws science with those 
the religious life. Let first see have any such thing religious 
life, and what is! Without knowing Christ divine Saviour, can any 
individual who has heard Him know that saved Him? saved 
there were record redemption? That performs certain mental 
acts, can course know: but salvation not mental act. demands 
objective basis, nothing. Paul says: ‘‘If Christ hath not 
been raised, then our preaching vain your faith also vain; are yet 
your sins.” Paul knew much faith and subjective salvation experi- 
ence; knew much the objective historic resurrection our 
though knew nothing biogenesis, any identity its law with the 
law spiritual life, his Master’s founding Christianity its 
most literal form.” non-scientific fact attested abundant 
fragable testimony the basis and credential the experience saved 
individuals, whom Christ had been preached, knew 
thew Arnold, his ‘‘Comment Christmas,” contradicts all this. Mir- 
acle legend, with him, and not for moment believed. Yet men 
are ‘‘saved” outside Bible truth!—for salvation but the acquisition 
self-control, purity, conformity ‘‘the eternal order,” whatever this may 
be. This—flinging away all biblical miracle, resurrection and all, Christ’s 
ours—is what men acquire from Christ, naturalistic salvation. And 
then agrees with Professor Drummond and his defender: Experience 
these saving results the method and secret and temper Jesus makes 
legend makes the strength the Bible.” The experience man 
who recognizes nothing supernatural Christ ‘‘the strength the 
Here working back the record with whether 
the prerequisites experience are valid ones fictitious ones held abey- 
ance till after the experience occurs! The basis scientific etc., 
reduced subjective basis entirely! Salvation independent any 
tainty whether there any salvation! may yet become the uni- 
versally recognized method apologetics.” hoped may not. 
Else will apologetics need apologized for. 

the second part the Defence’ for May) manifest that 
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some friend Professor Drummond defending him from criticism. 
does not regard all parts the book satisfactory. makes, quotes, 
remarks which recognize analogy distinct from identity. that 
Knowledge (Sept. 1884) recognizes Professor handling 
from the more recondite phenomena the development life” and 
parallelism the laws regulating the development with the principles 
But this quoted note assertion that students 
science passing into the field religious experience will ‘‘see same 
reign [!] law higher order things.” singular instance distinc- 
tion and confusion thought blended may seen the following: ‘‘Start- 
ing with this doctrine biogenesis, [Professor D—] has thought out the 
whole Christian experience [sic] and then, laying this 
the revelation truth made science, has shown the two remark- 
able accord.” seems imagine that say that Christian minister 
looked upon man the threshold Christ’s kingdom who nevertheless 
does not choose enter with ‘‘the same wondering impatience with which 
sees component elements protoplasm arranged beneath 
the lens his ready for the coming life which does not 
come, prove that the man and the protoplasm, the two cases, are 
under the same natural, e., physical law! Whether the rule uniformity, 
omne vivum vivo, identical two different realms, depends upon the 
question whether the two realms identical, whether merely 
two different things are called the same name because the poverty 
language. 

One two points Professor Drummond’s belief come out this 
defence. said reject the notion that evolution has proceeded 
matter the highest forms life, without the intervention 
the creative hand,” and also the notion that changes occur animal and 
plant across the lines species. The writer also denies that 
teaches implication the figment conditional immortality. But 
his having given ‘‘a new demonstration immortality” his chapter 
eternal life, will assert this who does not start with accepting the 
erroneous thesis his book. Mere imagination, every one ought know 
who has access Bishop Butler’s incapable construct- 


MORMONISM AND THE SPAULDING MANUSCRIPT. 


Mrs. Ellen Dickinson, her recent work entitled New Light 
introduces herself grand-niece Solomon Spaul- 
ding, who wrote ‘‘the romance called The Manuscript Found, from 
which the Book Mormon was formulated.” Her leading purpose seems 
show that the Book Mormon had its literary origin historical 
romance written Solomon Spaulding, but never published him, and 


With Introduction Thurlow Weed. New York: Funk and Wagnalls. 1885. (pp. 


| 


168 Critical [Jan. 


never intended serve the purpose which has been perverted. The 
volume doubtless derives its title from the effort establish this theory 
the origin the Book Mormon, although contains other matter con- 
nected with the history Mormonism and the character its doctrines. 
The book vigorously and clearly written, and makes strong impression 
the wickedness this great delusion modern times. 

The author clearly distinguishes between the Mormonism Utah, 


‘established Brigham Young, and that the Josephites, led Joseph 


Smith, Jr., who indignantly repudiate polygamy and regard the system 
maintained Utah great apostasy; yet she maintains that Joseph 
Smith, the father, received revelation Nauvoo encouraging polygamy, 
and had made beginning its practice. The proof this the fact 
that Brigham Young, some years afterward, set forth such revelation, 
claiming that Smith received 1843, but did not publish it. The Joseph- 
ites deny this utterly, and charge the revelation imposture Young. 

There seems little common between the two bodies Mormons, except 
that they both hold the Book Mormon revelation and Joseph Smith 
But the Book Mormon contains new system relig- 
ion, and could not itself have given rise the organized iniquity which 
prevails Utah. was only the Book Mormon was supplemented 
further pretended revelations invented shrewd and unscrupulous 
men that the mischief grew. may claimed, not unreasonably, that 
the credulity and superstition which could accept the Book Mormon 
revelation made ultimate Mormonism possible. 

The question chiefly discussed Mrs. little volume, whether 
the Book Mormon originated manuscript Solomon Spaulding, 
interesting, but means special importance. The book not 
wonderful that could not have been produced Joseph Smith Sidney 
Rigdon, some other the shrewd and unscrupulous, but uncultivated, 
leaders the delusion. There occasion far find its origin. 
might satisfactory trace definite source the Spaulding manu- 
script, but Mormonism, exists present, has little connection 
with the Book Mormon that such discovery would scarcely disturb it. 

Mrs. Dickinson’s theory that Rev. Solomon Spaulding, graduate 
Dartmouth College, living Conneaut, O., 1810-12, wrote historical 
romance purporting give the origin and history the people occupying 
the continent the early ages, whose remains are found the ancient 
mounds and earthworks scattered over the country,—that Spaulding carried 
this manuscript Pittsburg, Pa., and left for some months the printing 
office Robert Patterson, whom had asked print it,—that while 
was lying this office Sidney Rigdon, who was employed there 
printer, took copy it, and fifteen years afterward, collusion with 
Joseph Smith, wrought out this manuscript the Book Mormon. 

Many the facts which this theory rests are proved beyond question. 
Spaulding wrote such manuscript, which called The Manuscript Found, 
because represented translation ancient record which had 
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found buried mound not far from his house Conneaut. This manu- 
script was accustomed read his neighbors gathered his house, 
during the progress its composition, and there are persons still living 
who heard the reading from time time the work went on. Twenty 
years more afterward, when the Book Mormon was brought into 
Northern Ohio, connection with the preaching Sidney Rigdon, some 
Spaulding’s old neighbors, they listened the new revelation, were 
reminded the readings which they had heard many years before, and 
seemed recognize names and incidents the same the two documents. 
Thus the idea gained currency that the Book Mormon had its origin 
the manuscript Solomon Spaulding. 

1834, Howe, Painesville, O., about publish book entitled 
Mormonism Unveiled, arranged with Dr. Hurlbut, Conneaut, 
Mrs. Spaulding, then living with her daughter Munson, Mass., 
procure from her the old manuscript her husband, who had died 
Amity, Pa., eighteen years before. manuscript was supposed 
that time old trunk, the house Mrs. Spaulding, 
Hartwick, Hurlbut obtained order from Mrs. Spaulding [David- 
son], found the manuscript, and delivered it, claims, Mr. Howe 
Painesville. did not prove what was expected. was manu- 
script Spaulding, corresponding many general qualities with the tradi- 
tional character The Manuscript Found; but was clearly not the basis 
the Book Mormon, and did not serve the purpose which they had 
anticipated. This manuscript was Mr. possession several years, 
and was finally lost, Mr. Hurlbut having failed, according his promise, 
return Mrs. Spaulding. 

this point Mrs. Dickinson introduces the supposition that Hurlbut 
obtained manuscripts from the old trunk, one which delivered 


Howe, and the other, The Manuscript Found, treacherously sold 


Mormons. This charge Hurlbut denied the day his death, 1882. 
Howe, letter Hurlbut dated August 1880 (p. 259), says: 
year passes that not receive more less inquiries, some 
which seem reflect your honesty regard the manuscript obtained 
from that wonderful old trunk, that was all explained truthfully the book 
published then believed, and have ever since, that Spaulding’s Manu- 
script Found was never found received you.” Yet, interview 
with Mrs. Dickinson (p. 273), Howe represented expressing suspicion 
Hurlbut’s fair dealing the matter. 

The manuscript which Hurlbut actually delivered Howe was recently 
discovered the possession Rice, Esq., Honolulu, and has 
been forwarded him the Library Oberlin College for safe keeping. 
brief notice this manuscript was given the January number the 
Bibliotheca many general features this manuscript fulfils the 
conditions the Manuscript Found. The package its wrapper about 
inch The manuscript much worn and discolored 
use well age, showing that has been abundantly read and handled. 
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represented the introduction translation from ancient record 
found mound near the dwelling (pp. 15, 16). The writing 
the story was suggested the author his interest the ancient mounds, 
and the story professed account the people that constructed these 
mounds and earthworks. The manuscript unfinished—the story stops 
before the end reached (pp. 17, 239). The manuscript fails meet the 
traditional requirements the Manuscrfpt Found, that there not 
written the solemn style the accepted version the Scriptures, the 
Book Mormon is, and claimed for the traditional manuscript. Yet, 
from general resemblance, the manuscript and the Book Mormon might 
suggest each other, and conceivable that one who had heard the manu- 
script twenty years before should reminded hearing the Book 
Mormon. such recollections, the part the old neighbors 
Spaulding, that the claim based that the Book Mormon had its origin 
manuscript Solomon Spaulding. The following transcript, with 
orthography corrected, the three introductory pages the manuscript. 
crumbling the edges the paper occasions the loss two three 
words. 

the west bank the Conneaut River there are the remains 
ancient fort. was walking and forming various conjectures respecting 
the character, situation, and numbers those people who far exceeded the 
present race Indians works art and ingenuity, happened tread 
upon flat stone. This was small distance from the fort, and lay 
the top great mound earth, exactly horizontal. The face had 
singular appearance. discovered number characters which appeared 
letters, but much effaced the ravages time that could 
not read the inscription. With the assistance lever raised the stone. 
But you may easily conjecture astonishment when discovered that its 
ends and sides rested stones, and that was designed cover 
artificial cave. found, examining, that its sides were lined 
built conical form down, and that was about eight feet 
deep. Determined investigate the design this extraordinary work 
antiquity, prepared myself with necessary requisites for that purpose, and 
descended the bottom the cave. Observing one side perpendic- 
ular nearly three feet from the bottom, began inspect that part with 
accuracy. Here noticed big flat stone fixed the form adoor. 
immediately tore down, and, lo, cavity within the wall presented itself, 
being about three feet diameter from side side, and about two feet 
high. Within this cavity found earthen box, with cover which shut 
perfectly tight. The box was two feet length, one and half breadth, 
one and three inches diameter. mind, filled with awful sensa- 
tions which crowded fast upon me, would hardly permit hands remove 
this venerable deposit, but curiosity soon gained the ascendency, and the 
box was taken and raised open. When had removed the cover found 
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appeared manuscripts written elegant hand with Roman letters 
the Latin language. 

were written variety subjects. But the roll which princi- 
pally attracted attention contained history the author’s life, and 
that part America which extends along the great lakes and the waters 
the Mississippi. Extracts the most interesting and important matters con- 
tained this roll take the liberty publish.” 

The author then proceeds with his story giving account company 
travellers and sailors, the days the Emperor Constantine, the 
voyage from Rome Britain, driven tempest across the ocean the 
western continent. writer this company prepares account their 
wanderings, and their association with various tribes and nations the 
original inhabitants the country, their habits and civilization and con- 
flicts, and leaves the record for coming generation discover. 

the last page, different hand from the body the manuscript, 
the following endorsement 

Writings Solomon Spalding. Proved Aaron Wright, Oliver 
Smith, John Miller, and others. The testimonies these gentlemen 

one who sees this manuscript can doubt its genuineness. Mr. Rice 
succeeded Mr. Howe the printing office Painesville 1839, and thus 
came into possession the manuscript, which has lain unobserved among 
his papers until the last year. 

Yet Mrs. Dickinson says (pp. 79, 80): remembered Conneaut that 
[Hurlbut] returned with manuscript, that was reported. This 
presumably the manuscript which Howe says was lying his office 
Painesville for years, and which the Mormons pretend was compared 
with ‘the Golden Bible Joseph,’ public meeting the Mormons called 
for the purpose, and found entirely wanting the essentials claimed 
for it. was beyond question, from very strong circumstantial evidence, 
the manufactured manuscript prepared Hurlbut, his confederates, for 
the occasion.” This ‘‘strong circumstantial evidence” utterly fails sight 
the manuscript. 

The discovery this manuscript does not prove that there may not have 
been another, which became the basis the Book Mormon, but seems 
clearly furnish presumption against the existence another; and 
doubtful whether the evidence the subject, thus far published, can set 
aside this presumption. Mrs. Dickinson follows and presents this evi- 
dence with abundant zeal, not always with judicial temper. Imagination 
seems often supply the vacancy when facts are wanting, and the conclu- 
sion drawn without misgiving. instance take the following (p. 16): 
young printer named Sidney Rigdon was Mr. Patterson’s printing 
had been there but short time, and, from many indisputable 
facts, believed had followed Mr. Spaulding from. Conneaut, its 
immediate neighborhood, and having heard him read The Manuscript Found, 
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and announce his plan for its publication, devised treachery toward both 
author and publisher which the world has reason remember.” Now how 
much this fact, and how much fancy? Sidney Rigdon was born 
1793, and was only nineteen years age 1812, when Spaulding left Con- 
neaut and went Pittsburg. was born Allegheny county, Pa., and, 
his relatives testify, lived the same until after Spaulding 
left Conneaut, and could not have known Spaulding followed him. ‘The 
proof wanting that was ever connected with Patterson’s printing office, 
was ever printer all. Rev. Patterson, Presbyterian Ban- 
ner, Pittsburg, the son Patterson the printer, has published very 
able monograph this question, and not able establish any con- 
nection Rigdon with his father’s printing office. 

Again, (p. known have had copy the Spaulding 
manuscript his possession about the year 1820, the time when these 
three worthies [Smith, Rigdon, and Pratt] met, certain that the 
scheme the great Mormon fraud originated about this period between 
Smith and These confident assertions not seem have 
shadow evidence sustain them. 

Still again, the chapter (pp. 62-76) which the author sets forth her 
interview with Hurlbut and with Howe, and the little incident the delay 
her trunk between Painesville and Conneaut, which she invests with great 
mystery, discloses activity the imagination little calculated secure 
the reader’s confidence the results attained. 

the case now stands one must still doubt whether the Book Mormon 
had its origin manuscript Solomon Spaulding. One who has had 
experience the uncertainty memory after the lapse twenty years, 
especially connection with fresh occurrences which suggest resemblances 
and supply particulars, cannot escape the apprehension that many the 
definite recollections Spaulding’s neighbors may have risen from the 
Book Mormon itself. thus that the exact fulfilment dreams takes 
place. definiteness the dream springs from the event with which 
has some general correspondence. course evidence might appear within 
year, even month, which would remove all doubt, and there are 
those who believe the traditional manuscript existence and will still 
come light. 

cannot denied that there strong antecedent improbability that 
smart, self-confident man, like Rigdon, intellectually far more vigorous than 
Spaulding, should purloin, sit down copy, extended manuscript 
significance value, with the thought that might need some 
remote future time. Still further, one who has examined this recently 
discovered manuscript, seems antecedently improbable that Spaulding 
could have been the author the Book Mormon. would difficult 
find greater contrast than that the somewhat turgid and exuberant 
style the manuscript, with its show learning, and the constrained, mea- 
gre, childish style the Book Mormon, written imitation the 
English Scriptures. might thought that the attempt imitate the 
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Scriptures would explain the contrast style. But this fact lies another 
improbability. The Book Mormon highly religious and even orthodox 
its tone, permeated with Scripture conceptions, and phrases, and quota- 
tions, exhibiting remarkable reverence for the Scriptures, and familiarity 
with their contents the part the author authors. Nothing the 
kind appears the manuscript Spaulding recently recovered; and indeed 
the neighbors Spaulding who had heard the traditional manuscript, and 
testified its identity with the Book Mormon, were careful except 
various religious matters which had been introduced. But the religious 
matter and scripture quotations pervade the entire book, and could not have 
been introduced another hand. That Spaulding had such regard for 
the Scriptures, the Book Mormon indicates, such familiarity with 
them, and taste that direction may inferred from two loose leaves, 
his hand writing, accompanying the manuscript now brought light. The 
leaves are the same form and texture those the manuscript, and 
apparently equal age. The statement they contain seems have been 
written reply friend who inquired his religious views. quote 
the essential part 

giving you sentiments the Christian religion, you will discern 
that not believe certain facts and certain propositions true merely 
because that ancestors believed them, and because they are popular. 
forming creed bring every thing the standard reason. This 
unerring and sure guide, all matters faith and practice. Having 
divested myself therefore traditionary and vulgar prejudices, aud sub- 
mitting the guidance reason, impossible for have the same 
sentiments the Christian religion which its advocates consider ortho- 
dox. viewa mass contradictions, and heterogeneous mixture 
wisdom and folly, nor can find any clear and incontrovertible evidence 
its being revelation from infinitely benevolent and wise God. 
true that have never had the leisure nor patience read every part 
with any critical attention, study the metaphysical jargon divines 
its vindication. enough for know that propositions which are 
contradiction each other cannot both true, and that doctrines and 
facts which represent the Supreme Being barbarous tyrant can never 
dictated infinite wisdom. Whatever the clergy say the contrary, can 
have effect altering sentiments. know well they that two 
and two are four, and that the three angles triangle are equal two 
right angles. But, notwithstanding disavow belief the divinity 
the Bible, and consider mere human production, designed enrich 
and aggrandize its authors, and enable them manage the multitude, 
yet casting aside considerable mass rubbish and fanatical rant, find 
that contains system ethics morals which cannot excelled, 
account their tendency alleviate the condition man and promote 
individual, social, and public happiness, and that various ways repre- 
sents the Almighty possessing attributes worthy transcendental char- 
acter. Having view therefore those parts the Bible which are truly 
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good and excellent, sometimes speak terms high commendation, 
and, indeed, inclined believe that, notwithstanding the mischiefs and 
miseries which have been produced the bigoted zeal fanatics and 
interested priests, yet that such evils are more than counterbalanced, 
Christian land, the benefits which result the great mass the people 
their believing that the Bible Divine origin, and that contains 
from God. Such being view the subject make exer- 
tions dissipate their happy delusions.” 

incredible that man holding such views the Scriptures, and writ- 
ing from literary impulse for his own entertainment, would have produced 
work like the Book Mormon. the absence positive evidence such 
considerations must have weight. New light” still needed the ques- 
tion Spaulding’s connection with the Book Mormon. 

FAIRCHILD. 


AND THE 


One the most noteworthy treatises the Prof. Masse- 
bieau L’Enseignement des Douze pp. 36. Its special 
feature the comparison with Philo and the comparison continued 
Temoignage Lutheran Journal—for Feb. 1885. The author, 
with single exception, merely gives the references, but will worth 
the while give some the passages themselves. 

The associates magic and sorcery with murder, adultery, and 
theft 


~ e \ e \ 

\ > \ > \ > 

specialibus legibus iii. 17, Tauch- 

nitz ed. vol. 89. 

The condemns soothsaying and kindred arts leading idolatry. 

Ch. 


Philo his treatise e., the Sole Sovereignty God, 
says: 


Monarchia Tauch. ed. vol. iv. 322. 

The following parallels are cited the Eucharistic prayers:— 

Tauch. ed. vol iii. 319. 

‘H \ de \ \ \ \ 


Ch. 


Legum Allegoriae iii. 59. Tauch. ed. vol. 179. 

heres sit. 39. Tauch. ed. vol. 43. 

Mutatione Nominum 44. Tauch. ed. 
vol. 221. 

ed. vol. ii. 35. 
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ed. vol. iii. 136. 

, \ \ h 
THS Kal Kal Ch. 

fusione Linguarum, Tauch. Ed. vol. ii. 303. 


The thirteenth chapter the compared with the beginning 
the treatise Philo the Gifts the Priests. Compare especially: 


Ch. 13. 


Tauch. ed. vol. iv. 340. 

ought say that the foregoing passages are not all that are 
the learned author, and that these are but portions what some 
instances are long citations. The reader will therefore please accept these 
extracts specimens, suggestions, and guides. certain expressions 
the Eucharistic prayers the author sees Philo rather than John. (See Har- 
nack, Proleg. pp. 79-81.) 

The then, must have originated Egypt. Not so, says Prof. 
Massebieau :—‘‘ Les ressemblances que j’ai signalées avec les livres 
Philon commente les dix commandements avec évidentes intentions apol- 
ogétiques missionnaires vis-a-vis des paiens, fortifieraient hypothése 
trouvait aussi trés marquée dans épitre Rome. respect 
antique Eglise romaine pour judaisme comparé respect éner- 
giquement manifesté par Didaché pour loi mosaique pour quia 
été dit aux anciens nous inclinerait pour elle faveur une origine rom- 
aine. fait qu’ elle été constamment usage Egypte opposer- 
ait pas cette son histoire serait cas tout-a-fait semblable 


ARTICLE VII. 
CURRENT PERIODICAL LITERATURE. 


AMERICAN. 


For several months past the editors the Andover Review have been 
setting forth, both series articles and incidental discussions, what 
they call Progressive Orthodoxy.” The elucidation has now proceeded 
far that can profitably summarize this department the 
Sacra; and the importance the discussion such warrant 
devoting all our available space this number. shall make best 
progress beginning their goal and working backwards, rather than 
following the chronological order. 

The port supposed attained these adventurous voyagers that 
which has often charmed their predecessors from the time Origen down. 
They think they have found such basis hope for some members the 
human race, other than infants and idiots, who die unregenerate make 
easier than any other method justify the ways God with man. 
The old doctrine that the mass ‘‘the heathen are hopelessly lost unless 
they have the gospel its historic form” while earth (vol. iv. 148) 
not only doubted, but repudiated” (p. 360). They repudiate, also, the 
theory that salvation possible without any knowledge the gospel, and 
yet reason the gospel,” and declare this ‘‘unevangelical,” 
alistic,” ‘‘most mischievous and dangerous (pp. 150, 153); earnest 
inquiry almost (p. 155); and the writers exclaim, ‘‘Can more 
said than that God will what right, and must leave all his hands?” 
The humble believer may well inquire astonishment, What more neces- 
sary the premises? have never supposed that man could expect 
fathom all the mysteries divine action. Often when cannot see how 
God can justify himself, still clear that cannot affirm the contrary, 
and that must admit that not know that much clear him 
which dark us. 

But the writers under review would elevate theory their own respect- 
ing this point the rank dogma without which they affirm im- 
possible justify the ways God. Their that those who not 
know God’s love Christ while they are the body will have knowledge 
Christ after death” (p. With some affectation modesty, however, 
they say, ‘‘we are not positive concerning the times, seasons, cir- 
cumstances under which God will reveal himself Christ, are that the 
principle universal application: that man will finally judged 
till knows God the sacrifice Jesus Christ, and that man will 
hopelessly condemned except for the wilful and final rejection Christ. 

VoL. No. 169. 
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The sin against the Holy Ghost, which thought that hostility 
Christ which makes one incapable redemption, the only sin for which 
are explicitly told there forgiveness any world age” (p. 160). 
But this very account the sin against the Holy Ghost expressly 
said that all blasphemies which are merely against the Son Man may 
forgiven. The passage would therefore seem imply that there may sin 
against the Holy Ghost which independent any knowledge the his- 
torical Christ. Again read, Our belief is, that somewhere and sometime 
God will reveal himself every one the face Jesus Christ, and that 
the destiny each and all determined the personal relation Christ.” 
And again, that ‘‘the temporary presence sin presents such problem 
the everlasting presence sin. The argument one the weakest 
bring against the doctrine universal restoration” (p. 161). But unless 
these brethren believe the restoration all men, and even Satan, 
they cannot get rid the problem the everlasting presence sin 
the universe. really mean come out upon the ground the 
Universalists 

another connection (ibid., 145) read that ‘‘if men are judged 
they are not judged under the light reason and 
science alone, but under the light the gospel the judg- 
ment will Christian judgment.” possible the writers not see 
the transparent amphibology such Does ‘‘Christian judg- 
ment” mean the judgment one who knew the historical had 
supposed that Christian judgment was referred when Christ affirmed 
that would more tolerable for Sodom and Gomorrah the day 
judgment” than for Capernaum; where the implication certainly that 
the cities are judged the basis lower plane opportunity than 
that granted Capernaum. 

Upon finding such dogmatic confidence future offers salvation, 
naturally examine the position the writers (for the many inconsistencies 
reasoning, nothing else, show that the articles are not all from the same 
person) upon co-ordinate doctrines. Turning that Atonement (pp. 
56-68), read that ‘‘there evidence whatever that the race divided 
into two great sections, one which dealt with the basis the 
gospel, and the other the basis law and natural conscience,—one 
basis justice, the other basis grace" (p. 67). All this indeed 
true certain sense; but the reader should notice here, also, the ambi- 
guity co-ordinating ‘‘the basis the gospel” with basis grace.” Why 
may not God, the basis grace, wrought out Christ, forgive 
penitent soul, such there be, who has not heard definitely the provision? 
Nature not without its gracious provisions and intimations, that, 
Paul affirms, the heathen are without excuse. They have not, indeed, had 
ten talents, but they have least had and the judgment the 
basis what they have had. 

The writers find also ‘‘a difficulty believing that but for this insignificant 
earth the most glorious revelation God [i. e., the incarnation] might 
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not have been given all” (p. 56). Here, also, may well ask how 
there could have been incarnate Logos there had been world 
and human race existence? Again, read, The correct and scrip- 
tural starting point the mediation Christ its universal character. 
Christ mediates God the entire universe. Through Christ the worlds 
were made, and through Him they consist. The created universe 
and all rational beings are through Christ and Christ. Therefore 
mediates reveals God any part his universe according the condi- 
tion need which may exist part. any point his world sick, 
weary, guilty hopeless, there Christ touched and hurt, and there appears 
restore and comfort” (p. From which would follow that Christ’s 
efforts ‘‘to restore and Satan would most strenuous, for 
certainly most hopeless. From their repugnance the admission that 
sin may everlasting, not improbable that they really hold the res- 
toration Satan. 

The view moral freedom presented these articles will also surprise 
most readers. denied that man has any real freedom outside Christ. 
only Christ that [man] has such knowledge God and him- 
self necessary repentance which revolutionary.” page 262, 
however, they say with little regard consistency, ‘‘We would not deny 
the existence regenerate life outside Christianity.” But they goon: 
not true, admit and insist, that repentance without Christ availing for 
redemption, for man himself cannot repent; but, the other hand, 
not true that Christ’s atonement has value without repentance. Christ’s 
sacrifice avails with God because adapted bring man repentance. 
This gives ethical meaning and value” (pp. 62, 63). Is, then, the whole 
value the atonement the universe limited those who have sinned 
and repented? there value the universe the manifestation 
God atoning love offers salvation men independent the ques- 
tinn whether they accept it? This would seem very low view even the 
moral theory the atonement. 

Again, the same strain read, ‘‘God does not become propitious 
because man repents and amends, for that beyond man’s power. 
becomes propitious because Christ, laying down his life, makes the race 
its worst individual repenting, obeying, trusting” (p. 64). 
the following page read that ‘‘the large truth atonement, however 
illustrated, and from whatever side approached, that except for Christ God 
could only punish sinners withdrawing himself more and more from them 
Tothe world before Christ came God was unreconciled, because 
the world had knowledge him Christ. the individual, long 
knows God only the side nature and law, God unreconciled. 
Not till sees Christ his sacrificial love does know that God can and 
will forgive.” But how should the sinner’s ignorance prevent God from 
being reconciled? Upon the cross Christ prayed Father, forgive them, for 
they know not what they do” (Luke xxiii. Paul affirms that ‘‘when 
Gentiles which have law nature the things the law, these, hav- 
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ing law, are law unto that they show the work the 
law written their hearts, their consciences bearing witness therewith” 
(Rom. ii. 14, 15). 

The following extract illustrates how atonement and gospel can con- 
founded: ‘‘The extent atonement resides not the thing done, 
the ample provision made, but rather the personality Christ. 
the universal Person.” His religion, therefore, the universal, absolute 
religion. This would seem lead the conclusion that the 
final word concerning destiny not pronounced for any man till knows 
Jesus Christ and Him crucified. has been said that God just, and 
may merciful, the exercise mercy were not necessary God 
any such sense justice Justice concerned that 
every attribute God should displayed jealous for the rights 
love for those holiness. God’s very nature love, isa 
desire his save men from sin, justice sees that love not deprived 
its rights, and not hindered any its impulses” (p. 66). 

The discerning reader will here note the confounding /ove and mercy. 
Justice really element love mercy is. Love really impel- 
led justice exercise mercy. strange doctrine here 
advanced that love not hindered any its impulses. How oft would 
Christ have gathered Jerusalem hen gathereth her chickens under her 
wings but these impulses were hindered Jewish obduracy, and through 
blinding tears pronounced judgment upon the ill-fated city. 

the same connection occurs the following, which, accepted, 
would foreclose all further argument from Scripture reason. Whence 
the supreme dogmatic confidence pervading the sentences comes, are not 
told. But certainly not from either Scripture the reason the 
Christian believer ordniarily enlightened the Holy Spirit. 
must now conclude that justice does not pronounce its final word till 
God has revealed himself all his intended manifestations righteousness 
God condemn men hopelessly when they have not known Him really 
is, when they have not known Him Jesus Christ. And evidently the in- 
tent God that all men should know Him through Christ. The judgment 
does not come till the gospel has been preached toall nations. The gospel 
preached not when within certain geographical boundaries has 
been proclaimed scattered points, but only when reality all individuals 
all the nations have Atonement, that is, the gospel, universal, 
absolute. made known every creature, and then cometh the 
end” (pp. 66, 67). would scarcely possible use language more 
than this blot out the deep distinction between law and grace, and 
encourage belief universal restoration. Here again the reader will 
notice the ambiguity. How clear are the manifestations which God 
the dispensation grace? Let the parables the talents and the 
laborers the vineyard, and the reply They have Moses 
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and the prophets, let them hear them,” answer. Again, how much 
included the phrase ‘‘to know him really is”? ever attain 
full knowledge what God really is? the phrase used lower 
sense, does not nature some extent reveal God gracious? What, for 
example, led the Ninevites 

Upon noting these startling departures from the ordinary faith evan- 
gelical Christendom, the reader naturally looks their expositions Scrip- 
ture ascertain whence the authority which these writers speak. 
will find the writers affirming with great confidence that the parenthetical 
clause Cor. 10, For must all made manifest before the judg- 
ment-seat Christ, that each one may receive the deeds done the body,” 
limited those who have heard the gospel (p. 155). They add that ‘‘no 
other passage distinctly refers the bodily life relation judgment.” 
The whole argument the first and second chapters Romans, addressed 
heathen people, and describing sins that are largely the body, and 
declaring the most emphatic terms that the Gentiles show their con- 
sciences the work the law written their hearts and aie without excuse, 
since they refused have God their knowledge,—all this brushed aside 
few remarks the effect that these chapters show the need the gos- 
pel rather than that its offers are limited this life. Here again gospel and 
atonement are confounded. Likewise the teaching, this point, the 
parable the rich man and Lazarus set aside the ground that they were 
Jews and not heathen. Cornelius, too, was accepted previous visit, 
because, not Jewish proselyte, had contributed liberally the sup- 
port Judaism. Such are the shifts evade the plain meaning Scrip- 
ture. mention made the lists sins Romans, Galatians, and 
Revelation, for which men are judged, and which are such could 
only committed the body. 

The ease with which such plain Scripture can vacated its meaning 
finds its explanation the presumptions with which these writers 
approach its interpretation. The character and strength these presuppo- 
sitions appear Professor Harris’s expositions the so-called Christian 
Consciousness,” which the following extracts furnish specimen: 

can farther, and claim not only that the Christian consciousness 
the organ increasing knowledge, that all statements and interpre- 
tations truth, accepted, must commend themselves the Christian 
consciousness. their main features they must correspond with what 
Christians have already verified through experience, and with the best 
Christian sentiment the time. The Christian consciousness does not 
create Christianity, but capable distinguishing that which not and 
that which Christianity. therefore has kind authority. Its author- 
ity co-ordinate, but none the less real.. Its function, then, may consid- 
ered both the development and testing progressive theology” (Andover 
Review, vol. ii. Hence any theories which claim 
the Bible, yet against which Christian sentiment protests, should not 
accepted. There may waiting and confessions ignorance, but 
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assent opinions against which refined Christian sentiment (p.348). 

true that the Christian consciousness to-day exercises its judg- 
ment this respect. does not bow the authority the early church 
but its own examination convinced the claims the canon 
(p. 349). 

Here, too, may well pause and ask, why not bow the authority 
the early church upon the question whether book has apostolical author- 
ity not? reject the testimony the early churches upon such ques- 
tion set aside the weightiest evidence the premises. For our part 
are inclined set much higher estimate upon that evidence than upon 
the transient phases the so-called Christian consciousness, even 
refined Christian sentiment the nineteenth century. The habit, now 
becoming somewhat common, minimizing the argument for the canon 
drawn from the general consent the early Christians, and endeavoring 
decide upon the authority the books the Bible the frag- 
mentary direct evidence now within reach, neither scientific nor reason- 
able. 

The formal article the Scriptures the Andover Review the 
November number. This, however, written such involved and neb- 
ulous style baffle analysis. For the most part the ideas are those 
Dorner and Ewald struggling for the light through the imperfect medium 
their untranslatable, and -fear incomprehensible, sentences; as, for 
example, the following: When come under the influence the apos- 
tolic letters feel that their vitality penetrating the truth the very 
essence their disclosing power. not much that draw ideas 
about God out them, that touch God himself them, because the 
life with which they palpitate fed its central springs His own” 
(p. 462). 

But find also the following clear-cut statements: There not 
tilla evidence that God assumed the minds the apostles new rela- 
tion soon they sat down write, and that, consequence, what they 
wrote had different quality from what they said” (p. 459). But the ordin- 
ary argument for the inspiration the Bible assumes only that the apostles 
had the same kind authority when they wrote when they spoke, 
that the church has the inspired still speaking them the apos- 
tolic writings. The views Martensen (Christian Dogmatics, Eng. Trans., 
402) will commend themselves every thoughtful reader: Writing 
compresses the copiousness the oral word into permanent form, and 
the expression embodiment, now fixed and settled and purified 
careful consideration the inspired thoughts, that have Holy 
Scripture the ripened fruits inspiration.” This the Andover men vir- 
tually admit saying that likely [Paul] always put truth into 
more compact form when (p. the paragraphs follow- 
ing this, the importance apostolic testimony arising from their nearness 
Christ well stated, and should have prevented such unguarded state- 
ments these: sometimes discover their successive letters signs 
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progress into more adequate conceptions; as, for example, Paul’s 
teachings concerning marriage” (p. 464). The church ever adding 
its knowledge Christ, and the exegetical process certainly not the exclus- 
ive means making the (p. this seeming contra- 
diction the preceding sentence. ‘‘We believe that these men [the 
apostles] were placed and gifted that they saw Christ’s nature and 
relations man with both more penetrating and broader vision than that 
any other seers that main features his life and mission, the truths 
his eternal being, the outlines his historical relations, were mirrored 
their minds with such just perspective that must seek all our know- 
ledge Christ within the limits and under the outlines their teaching.” 
Finally, after saying that the imperfection the Bible part its perfec- 
tion, the writer concludes with the following paradox: Bible, which 
brings the living reflection his [Christ’s] self-revealing acts, is, its 
ity, and freshness, far more putting men into contact with those 
acts than perfect description them, miraculously dictated could have 
been” (p.476). sadly hamper themselves their endeavor 
this [to satisfy the mind that Jesus Christ] undertaking establish, 
the necessary postulate his divine nature and mission, the perfection 
book whose chief ground confidence its connection with Him and man- 
ifest possession his truth. Christian Apologetics has enough work 
proving Christ reluctant minds, moral and spiritual data, without 
entangling itself such absurd procedure this” (p. 477). Does 
the writer suppose that the perfection Scripture demanded that 
the style should adapted the times and the men who wrote, the 
Creator could not dictation have secured this perfection? Even James 
Russell Lowell can argue that Shakespeare did not conceive Hamlet 
really insane, but made him simulate insanity that nobody can 
tell the difference between the counterfeit and the reality. Now the 
orthodox writers the present day believe that the language and rhetoric 
the Bible is, through divine providence, perfectly adapted accom- 
plish the appropriate ends written revelation; but they not 
affirm that God limited direct dictation the only mode securing 
this perfection. This where theories come in. may believe that God 
made the world and that every special thing the result his design, with- 
out holding that works carpenter. Inspiration may operate not only 
dictation, but oversight, and prevenient care providing the 
instrument revelation. 

This not the department which discuss length the views here 
summarized, nor possible present fully should like the many 
stimulating and fresh statements made the articles truths which hold 
rather our painful duty expose the real character the 
attempt stripping its disguises, and separate some the objection- 
able elements from the truths with which they are connected, that 
may weigh the leaven itself see there enough vitiate the whole 
lump. The result our analysis seems show pretty clearly that the 
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movement under consideration backward and not forward, towards dark- 
ness and confusion ideas, rather than towards the light. 

The following are among the objections which occur us: 

Ist. the form which these writers thrust their views upon the evan- 
gelical churches America, they ignore the results the long and serious 

controversies out which our present religious life has grown. (See the 
first article our present number.) 

2nd. presented are not new views truth, but largely 
restatements the speculations such men Dorner and Ewald, which 
have already had their day Germany and been found wanting. Dorner 
has few followers Germany. and Ritschl are now the rep- 
resentative men. The one rationalistic the extreme, the other High 
Church and evangelical. 

3d. will impossible practice distinguish these eschatological 
theories from those involving universal restoration. The rationalism that, 
speculative grounds, demands continued probation for the heathen must 
claim for large part the population nominally Christian lands. 

4th. These theories will disastrous that they minimize almost 
zero the light nature and the natural moral powers. with which man 
endowed. the minds these writers sin has much guilt except that 
committed against Christ revealed history. This low view the guilt 
the heathen both untrue and unscriptural. 

5th, confounding the systems law and grace there would seem 
longer any true foundation for grace. The sovereignty God 
denied. said that must gracious. 

6th. arrive these conclusions the Scriptures must subordinated 
the so-called Christian consciousness. The exegesis the Bible 
longer the chief work Christian believers and theologians. 

7th. refrain from referring the prudential considera- 
tions which should properly give tone speculation upon this subject. 
matters remote from human interests, such those relating the constitu- 
tion the fixed stars, may speculate freely, with concern the con- 
sequences. But all matters relating human conduct and welfare pru- 
dential considerations demand attention, and materially limit our freedom 
speculation. are absolutely certain the truth, course that 
settles the question. practical matters rare have absolute 
certainty, and where there doubt our decisions should lean the side 
safety. are not liberty indulge freely speculation where specu- 
lation hazardous souls. When, for example, have long-tried and 
efficient preventive small-pox should cautious about urging people 
exchange for another until are very sure that the other good 
the one propose abandon. 

Now cannot denied that the general system doctrine which for 
the last three quarters century has stimulated and directed the evangel- 
ical and missionary activities England and America highly confirmed 

the Holy Spirit for, connection with this conception the truth, the 
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gospel has spread more rapidly than any other period since the first cen- 
turies would seem the Christian world had already had 
sufficient warning the evils elevating dogma individual specula- 
tions concerning opportunities reformation the future life. any 
rate, shall well pause long before cutting loose from our present 
moorings. are aware, however, that the authors the speculations 
above summarized, like Hugh Miller’s penniless tailor (who was ready 
guarantee the English government against all loss from adopting his finan- 
cial schemes), are ready insure the world against loss from the acceptance 
their views. Sober-minded people, however, may well pardoned for 
doubting the sufficiency the guarantee. 


II. FRENCH. 


The following lectures were given during the Summer Half-year the 
Protestant Theological Faculty Paris: The Relation 
between Ethics and Dogmatics. Sadatier, The Sources the Life Jesus; 
The Gospel Mark. History Christian Worship; History 
Philosophy from Descartes Kant; Homiletical Exercises. Bonet-Maury, 
History Reformed Protestantism the 16th century. Soteriol- 
ogy; The Epistles John; Translation Harless’ Ethics.” PA. Berger, 
Hebrew Archaeology; Jeremiah; Hebrew Grammar and Translation the 
easier passages the books Genesis and Judges. Christian 
Education the first five Centuries; Selected Letters St. Jerome; Philos- 
ophy Plato. History the Text the T.; Cursory Reading 
the Gospels, and The Acts. Vaucher, History Doctrine; Theological 
Encyclopaedia; Church History the Mid- 
dle Ages; History Catholicism the Century; German Grammar; 
Translation Luther’s Smaller Catechism, and the Augsburg Confession. 
Berger, The Ancient Translation the Bible. Heathenism 
the Roman Empire from the second the fourth century. 


GERMAN. 


The visit congratulation made the representative Pope Leo XIII. 
Joachim IV. upon his recent elevation the Patriarchate the Greek 
Church, has called out much comment and speculation European circles. 
Many have declared that union between the Greek and Roman churches 
was immediate prospect, least under discussion. Some color was 
lent these surmises the fact that the new Patriarch had once, when 
long and able paper has been published the possibility such union 
Prof. Kyriakos, Athens, the Aeon,” published that city, 
translation which given the PROTESTANTISCHE KIRCHENZEITUNG, 
Sept..2, 1885. This gentleman was educated Germany, and Professor 
Church History. After exhibiting the really hostile attitude Leo and 
Rome towards the Greek church, goes show the utter impossibility 
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any union. says: ‘‘The Greeks have very deep and unchangeable 
conviction that while the Oriental church has always remained true the 
old Christianity the first centuries and has the present day preserved 
its dogmas, its worship, its administration, and its ecclesiastical constitution 
upon the basis the oecumenical councils, the Roman church, the 
contrary, changed and transformed many respects the original old Chris- 
tianity the Middle Ages account the barbarism the people 
Middle, South, and West Europe. the constitution the church intro- 
duced the absolute and unlimited despotism the Papacy; its own power 
proclaimed new dogmas, recent times that the immaculate concep- 
tion and infallibility; worship introduced the Latin language the 
general one, thereby reducing its services dead formality; and means 
absolutism, operatum and the treasury supererogatory good 
works, and other like doctrines undermined the foundations Christian 
ethics. account all these things reformation was made necessary 
early the sixteenth century, which separated one-half the nations 
the Occident from the Papacy; the Papacy according the irreversible 
opinion the Orthodox, departure from the original Christianity; never 
then shall Orientals bring ourselves leave the church the gospel, 
the ancient fathers, and the oecumenical councils, and attach ourselves 
the Papacy. 

Another reason which explains the lack sympathy among the Orientals 
for the Roman church this, that the Roman church has always maintained 
hostile attitude toward governments and science. After she had herself 
become secular power the days Pipin, 754 D., against the words 
Jesus Christ kingdom not this world,” she determined subject 
other governments and force her will uponthem. Middle Ages the 
Papacy enslaved the various states consequence the the 
times and because the Occidental peoples were without education and full 
superstition, and the Pope elevated and overthrew the emperors. 

Since modern times the peoples the Occident have developed, and 
obtained full consciousness their rights, the European states have gradu- 
ally freed themselves from the papal guardianship and power. Nevertheless 
the papacy claims principle this day, and even since the year 1870 
the secular power the popes was destroyed, the same rights ever, and 
the same supremacy over the governments, The Roman church respects 
neither.the laws the different states Europe nor their freedom, where- 
fore she finds herself, since she will not govern herself accordance with 
the legal arrangements the different lands, hostile attitude toward the 
governments Italy, France, Switzerland, Germany, England, etc. 

Also science which has tendency overthrow the prejudice and super- 
stition upon which the papacy founds its power, perpetually attacked 
the popes. long she had the power the Roman church burnt the 
scholars who refuted her threw them into prison and persecuted them, 
g., men like Wiclif, Hus, Jerome, Savonarola, Galileo; yet now her 
weakness, she must content herself with cursing the scholars encyclia 
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and syllabi— Pius IX. condemned dangerous errors the principles 
freedom conscience, freedom religion, speech, and press, that is, all the 
principles which form the foundations all modern states and the entire 
political and social structure modern times. This the reason why the 
European governments and peoples have risen the most recent times 
against the Papacy: also the peoples the Orient have begun this cen- 
tury awake life again and they are still struggling for their freedom; 
having entered the circle free and civilized nations, they long also live 
freedom under free laws; therefore they honor freedom conscience and 
speech; therefore they prize science, and desire free development 
the same. But all these lofty privileges, have seen, are attacked 
Rome. 

subjoin, both sign the times, and valuable bibliographical 
information, the following list German publications relating missions. 
Beside such periodical literature the Berlin Missionsfreund,” the Ev. 
Missionsmagazin” Basle, the fiir have Burk- 
hardt’s Kleine Missionsbibliothek,” the works Barth, Gundert, Graul, 
Wallman, Fabri, Warneck, Wangemann and others. Also Braun, 
rige zur hannoverschen Missionsgeschichte;” Dahle, ‘‘Madagaskar und des- 
sen Bewohner,” Dewitz ‘‘In Westindien, 150 Jahre der Briider- 
mission;” Fritschel, ‘‘Geschichte der Missionen unter den Indianern 
Nordamerikas;” Gerhard, Geschichte und Beschreibung der Mission unter 
den Kolhs;” Gundert, Die ev. Mission ihre Lander Vélker und Arbeiten;” 
Kalkar, ‘‘Geschichte der Mission unter den Kypke, 
Missionsgeschichte ftir das christl. Lebensbilder aus der Mission,” 
Warneck; Leonhardi, Nacht und Morgen;” Calwer, Missions Bilder;” 
Missionswerk der ev. Briidergemeine Pauli,” Die ev. Missionen 
Plitt, Kurze Geschichte der luth. Mission Rohden, 
der rheinischen Missionsgesellschaft;” Schneider, Missions- 
arbeit der Briidergemeine Australien;” Schreiber, Lebensbilder aus der 
rheinischen Mission fiir Schwartzkopff, Missionsge- 
schichte Speckmann, ‘‘Die Hermannsberger Mission Afrika,” 
die ev. Mission;” Ev. Missionsgeschichte 
Biographien;” Wallmann, Leiden und Freuden rheinischer 
and also Missionstunden” from various other authors. 

continue our list recent German works 


GENERAL, 


Baldamus, Ed. German literature the department Protestant theol- 
ogy, 1880-4. (Die Erscheinungen der deutschen Literatur auf dem Geb- 
iete der protestantischen Theologie, 1880-4, Systematisch geordnet und 
mit einem alphabetischen Register versehen,) Leipzig, 1885. Hinrichs (iii. 
ogy, 1880-4. (Die Erscheinungen der deutschen Literatur auf dem Geb- 
iete der katholischen Theologie, 1880-4, Systematisch geordnet, etc.,) 
Ebdr (ii. gr. Both together Whoever has need 
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and desires reliable and systematically arranged compend all the 
German theological works and pamphlets published within the last five years 
with accurate titles, contents, and prices attached, will well purchase 
the above named works Baldamus. 

Carriere, Mar. Art its relation the development culture and the 
ideals humanity. (Die Kunst Zusammenhange mit der Culturentwick- 
elung und die Ideale der Menschheit, verm. neu durchgearb. Aufl. 1-4 
Bd.) Leipzig Brockhaus 1877-84: (xx. 656, xvi. 653, xiii. 317, xiii. 554 xii. 

Kaulen, Babylon according the most recent invest- 
igations. (Assyrien und Babylonien nach der neuesten Entdeckungen, 
abermals erweiterte Auflage. Mit Titelbild, der Text gedruckten Holz- 
schnitten, Tonbildern, einer Inschrifttafel und zwei Karten.) Br. 
1885, Herder. (x. gr. 8.) 


Delitzsch has issued new octavo edition (the eighth) his Hebrew New 
Testament, which has been with the help many scholars, both 
Jewish and Christian, the most thorough manner. 

Deutsch, Herm. The Proverbs illustrated the Talmud and Midrash. 
(Die Spriiche Salamos nach der Auffassung Talmud und Midrash darges- 
telltund kritisch untersucht. Erster Theil. Einleitendes.) Berlin, 1885, Ad. 
Mampe (iv. 108 Strack, Berlin, speaks the author 
young Jewish theologian who possesses scientific spirit and tact well asa 
good general education, and says that this work supplies long-felt need 
and that the author presents the fruits many years careful and 
industrious study the old Jewish interpretation the Proverbs. 

Marx, Ancient rabbinical tradition concerning the origin 
the Old Testament books illustrated. (Traditio rabbinorum veterrima 
librorum veteris testamenti ordine atque origine illustrata.) Leipzig, 1884, 
Drescher (60 gr. 6.40. 

The seventh edition Commentary Mark and Luke, revised 
Prof. Weiss, has appeared. 

Strack, Prof. Dr. Grammar. (Hebriische Grammatik 
mit Ubungsstiicken, Literatur Vocabular. wesentlich verm. verb. 
enlarged and improved,” contains increased number exer- 
cises, with somewhat enlarged grammatical discussion, especially new 
treatment syntax. 


Bertling, Dr. The Knowableness God. (Die Erkennbarkeit Gottes. 
Grundlinien einer phil. Apologie des Glaubens.) Leipzig, 1885. 
(iii. 8.) 1.60.— Against author maintains the objective val- 
idity the categories, especially that causality, well the extension 
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their use that which not perceptible the senses; against Ritschl 
and Herrmann defends sober metaphysics. 

Haug, Presentation and Critique the theology Ritschl. 
(Darstellung und Beurteilung der Ritschl’schen Theologie. Zur Orient- 
irung dargeboten. Ludwigsburg, 1885, Neubert (118 gr. 4.80. 


Corpus the Latin ecclesiastical writers. Complete works 
(Corpus scriptorum ecclesiastorum latinorum, editum consilio impensis 
academiae literariae caesareae Vindobonensis. Vol. Sedulii opera omnia. 
commentario critico instruxit Johs. Huemer. Accedunt excerpta 
Remigii expositione Sedulii paschale carmen.) Wein, 1885, Gerold’s Sohn 

Arnaud, History the Protestants Provence, thé county Ven- 
aissin and the principality Orange, with map ancient Provence. 
(Histoire des Protestants Provence, Comtat Venaissin princi- 
pauté Orange avec une carte Provence. Volumei. Provence. 
Volume ii. Comtat Venaissin principauté Orange.) Paris, 1884. Gros- 
sart. (xxii. 573 414 gr. 8).—This author has already written 
the Protestants Dauphiny” (Paris, 1875-6), which was received with 
great favor, and has contributed materially French church history the 
publication sources and independent illustrations. these volumes also 
presents large results independent research which make this work, 


much the Dauphiny, indispensable guide the history the Reformed 


church France. 

Dr. History Christian Morals. (Geschichte der 
christlichen Sitte.) Theil. Die katholische Sitte der alten Kirche Lfg. 
1885, Beck 129-711 gr. 8). 

Buddensieg, Jno. Wiclif and his time. (Joh. Wiclif und seine Zeit. 
Zum 500 [31 Dez. 1884].) Tausend. Gotha. 
Perthes (vi. gr. 8). 

Gelzer, Sextus Julius Africanus and the Byzantine Chronography 
(Sextus Julius Africanus und die byzantinische Chronographie Thl. 
Abth: Die Nachfolger des Julius Africanus.) Leipzig, Teubner, 1885 (viii. 
425 gr. 12.80. 

Hase, Church History the Basis academic lectures. (Kirchen- 
geschichte auf der Grundlage akademischer Vorlesungen. Alte Kirch- 

Lechler, Apostolic and Post-apostolic times with regard 


the difference and unity faith and practice. (Das apostolische und 


das nachapostolische Zeitalter mit Riicksicht auf Unterschied und Einheit 
Leben und Lehre.) neu bearb. Aufl. Karlsruhe, 1885. 

Meyer, Eduard. Ancient History (Geschichte des Alterthums Bd. 
Geschichte des Orients bis zur Begriinding des Perserreichs.) Stuttgart, 
Cotta, 1884. (xix. 647 gr. 12. 
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Sachsse, Prof. Origin and Character Pietism. (Ursprungund Wesen 
des Pietismus.) Weisbaden, Niedner, 1884. (vi. gr. 

Scherer, Manual Canonical Law. (Handbuch des Kirchen- 
author seems, from all appearances, belong that class authorities 
his church who have submitted the Vatican decrees only with mental 
reservations, and who oppose the literal interpretation the same, which, 
put into practice, would work great injury both the church and the state. 
acknowledges himself opponent the Curialists, that is, the adher- 
ents the doctrine that the pope divine right the only source and repos- 
itory ecclesiastical authority; denies, most strenuously, the teaching that 
there exists duty absolute obedience the pope; and also treats the ques- 
tion the relations church and state, will seen more clearly the 
quotations hereafter, manner totally variance with that the Curial- 
ists. says are, under all circumstances, presuppose 
amicable relations between church and state; mutual goodwill combined 
with due regard for the interests and demands each the Again, 
every power, whether church state, there due its rightful 
authority; and catholic subjects cannot hold that any civil law declared bad 
without force church authorities thereby deprived its character 
the state, any time, the legal province the party question, 
independent the validity the same the province the other party, 
state church the case may be.” 

Schwartz, Dr. Popular beliefs the Indo-Germanic peoples. (Indo- 
germanischer Volksglaube. Ein Beitrag zur Religionsgeschichte der Urzeit.) 
Berlin, Seehagen, 1885. (xxiv. gr. 

Warneck, Dr. Gust. Protestant exposure Romish assaults upon evan- 
gelical missions the heathen. (Protestantische Beleuchtung der 
ischen Angriffe auf die evangelische Heidenmission. Ein Beitrag zur Char- 
akteristik ultramontaner Geschichtschreibung.) Giitersloh, 1885. 
Bertelsmann (vii. 235-508 gr. 3.60, complete, 6.60. 

PHILOSOPHY. 

Sommer, Concerning the Nature and Significance Human freedom 
and its modern opponents. (Ueber das Wesen und die Bedeutung der men- 
schlichen Freiheit und deren moderne Widersacher.) und 
umgearb. Aufl. Berlin, 1885, Reimer. (x. 150 gr. 4.—The 
stand-point the author essentially the same Kant’s. adheres quite 
closely Lotze, ‘‘who successfully completed, the new, fruitful, and healthy 
development philosophical research, introduced the reform criti- 
cism.” Instead theoretical knowledge (Kant), the sensibility, the immed- 
iate inner experience (Lotze) emphasized the fountain and rule 
knowledge and truth; ‘‘in the sensibility, the content and value life are 
first revealed and thought only explains these their present relations.” 
Freedom ‘‘the ability govern one’s self inner motives and keep clear 
motives which contradict the real essence our moral determination.” 


| 
. 
qq 
q 
q 
a 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
q 
J 
| 
4 
4 
q 


ARTICLE VIII. 
NOTICES RECENT PUBLICATIONS. 


REVELATION: ITs NATURE AND Heinrich Ewald, late Pro- 
fessor the University Géttingen, etc. Translated from the German 
the Rev. Thomas Goadby, B.A., President the Baptist College, 
Nottingham. Edinburgh and Clark (Clark’s Foreign 
Library). 1884. (pp. vii. 482. 


The last great work Ewald, which the first volume offered 
the English-speaking public very readable translation, shows the 
excellences, and, are sorry add, the defects, familiar the previ- 
ous voluminous writings the illustrious author. form just estimate 
Ewald’s services biblical science delicate task, which, perhaps, 
only ten years after his death, would premature attempt. Overawed 
his colossal learning, charmed his spiritual enthusiasm, and dazzled 
the splendor his rhetoric, many Englishmen and Americans appear 
have set far too much store his authority. Intimate familiarity with 
all the phenomena not the same mastery all the facts nor bound- 
less fertility invention equivalent genius for historical reconstruc- 
tion. Ewald the great intuitive critic; his first glance, like the polarized 
ray, resolves gorgeous colors the secret structure his dull materials. 
are not surprised that often goes wrong, rather that often goes 
right. grammar, exegesis, history, and theology, good share 
the time and labor Old Testament scholars for long while come 
will occupied undoing what Ewald has done. His defects are not like 
those Cuvier, Lyell, Darwin—the unavoidable imperfections 
advancing they arise from his arrogant and inveterate habit 
building dicta along with facts such manner that impossible 
see how the weight the structure sustained. 

Let observe, now, his procedure the work hand. The attempt is, 
the words his translator, ‘‘to read Revelation, Religion, and Scripture 
the light universal history and the common experience man with 
reference all the great religious systems the The translator 
thinks that the principles which run through this work aré precisely the 
principles which modern science accepts. Every thing rests upon the basis 
fact and ultimately subjected the test experience. This Ewald’s 
own opinion says (page 413): ‘‘It cannot disputed that would 
irremediable loss if, concerning Moses and his time and concerning 
Christ, the two poles upon which the whole history the community turns, 
possessed the Bible sources information only late origin and 
half wholly untrustworthy.” Again says (p. 407): ‘‘The Bible 
through and through historical nature and spirit...... has upon its 
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face, looked whole, the clearest impress historicality.” Yet 
Ewald does not accept historical single miracle all this grand history. 
His dictum is: ‘‘On whatever stage Hebrew tradition introduces Deity 
acting and incarnating itself history, undoubtedly always mythical.” 
Even the central fact Mosaic history, the giving the law Sinai, 
comes form origin and half untrustworthy.” There were 
stone tables, writing the finger God, writing all, fact, 
Sinai. Here, then, have attempt furnish scientific philosophy 
the true religion and holy Scripture which wave the hand, the 
outset, dismisses all the principal facts concerned. Having easily gotten 
rid the ‘back bone, finds small difficulty adjusting the mem- 
his own notions, especially any other inconvenient fact may 
annihilated and any necessary but lacking fact created the same magic. 
What deceives the unsuspicious all this process the great magician’s 
glowing enthusiasm and his air scientific constructiveness, 
his undeniable affluence learning. 

Just what Ewald’s view revelation is, is, account the 
his style, somewhat audacious attempt state. Ewald 
has genius for vagueness. master all the grammatical 
torical possibilities indefiniteness. Perhaps the following fair 
definite statement can be. All insight and truth, skill and art, have been 
wrung the entire human race from their direct opposites historically, and 
fought out conflict with thousandfold ignorance and inaptitude. The 
Bible gives the history the one nation which, alone among the nations 
antiquity, had the courage determine actual nation the true 
God. gives also universal history all nations, far this con- 
nected with the maintenance and progress the true religion. the 
struggle and conflict with obstructive errors, the human spirit, the 
impulse and also the light revelation, approached the divine, and 
their co-operation arose new humanly-divine spirit. The Bible the 
outgrowth the life the nation animated this humanly-divine spirit. 
does not claim holy itself, but presents luminous pictures the 
development true religion. 

This book abounds profound thoughts, just observations, and inspiring 
sentiments monument the genius its author; but essen- 
tially attempt provide for the rise and record the true religion 
different explanation from the plain objective one the Bible itself. 


THE OLD TESTAMENT PROPHECY THE CONSUMMATION KING- 
DOM, TRACED ITS HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT. von Orelli, Pro- 
fessor Theology, Basel. Translated Rev. Banks, Headingley, 
Leeds. New York: Scribner and Welford. 1885. (pp. viii. 
(Clark’s Foreign Theological Library. -New Series Vol. xxii.) 


The comprehensive study the Old Testament the historico-critical 
method the peculiar glory our own times. Such study alone can 
afford firm ground for the arrangement details the Old Testament and 
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also indispensable for full and right understanding the New. Dr. 
Orelli has this work followed out the central thought the Old Testa- 
ment —the God’s kingdom with great thoroughness and 
profound insight and has produced book worthy stand beside that 
Oehler. The fundamental positions Orelli are those commonly held 
among conservative divines. recognizes Old Testament prophecy 
the speaking individuals under the influence the supra-mundane spirit 
God, who only comes man exceptionally qualify him for work 
beyond his natural powers, and only settles permanence him extra- 
ordinarily, and moreover clearly distinguished from man’s natural life- 
spirit. Coming Orelli fresh from the reading Ewald, miss the 
warmth and glow, the gorgeous colors and vague splendors, the great 
Orientalist. The sober scientific style our guide seems dull indeed. 
however, this quiet way proceeds trace the sublime sweep and reach 
the prophecies, their eternal glory shines unclouded light. 


THE ORIGIN CHRISTIANITY indicated its Historical Effects. 
Richard Storrs, D.D., L.L.D. New York: Anson Randolph 
Co. 1884. (pp. xiv. 674. $3.50 


contribution the evidences Christianity this book has few equals. 
consists ten lectures, with ample notes and citations authority 
appended, and full index. The notes, nearly equalling bulk the rest 
the volume, form sort prose anthology, rich, varied, suggestive, and 
instructive, culled from wide range literature, ancient and modern. 
When the citations are from classical foreign authors they are presented 
English translations. 

The first lecture treats the importance the external evidence for 
Christianity and its progressive force. Christianity claims for itself 
divine origin and divine authority. embarrassment discussing the 
external evidences Christianity arises from the fact that the Christian 
religion itself makes personal, spiritual experience its power the only 
final evidence this our author replies: The difficulty does not 
really lie our way. Enough our discussion shows that 
Christianity from God; that ‘‘a conscientious and intelligent man may 
study for himself, and set himself intimate personal harmony with its 
law and life, thus making sufficient experiment accepting and 
applying his own soul.” The probative force the argument that 
moral truth. not coercive intellectual assent, and cannot be. 
moral truth the subject presented, the mind must not withstand 
with predetermined hostility would feel its fair impression.” 

The reason for basing the argument the historical effects introduced 
Christianity next set forth. assumed that aclear difference must 
appear the historical effects produced religions that are fabrication 
man and religion coming from God. Taking the state human soci- 
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ety palpably was before this religion was declared the world, and 
comparing with that which has since appeared, his aim show that 
peculiar and transcendent elements have entered the governing 
life mankind,” consequence which live almost new world. 
this may seem only hoc ergo propter hoc argu- 
ment, fallacious, and little value; and may think would quite 
easy prove that Christianity was satanic origin the same method, 
alleging the cause some the worst evils that have afflicted 
mankind. But candid reader would ever form such opinion. The 
historic effects ascribed Dr. Storrs Christianity are such evident 
agreement with its spirit and intention that they are like children whose 
features unmistakably indicate their parentage; the evils alleged are 
utterly contrary its spirit and intention that they are related only 
the crimes committed under beneficent government, violation its laws, 
are related that government. 

The New Conception given Christianity the Duty Man toward 
God Worship next considered. place the old sacrificial rites 
the ancient religions, Christianity puts ‘‘the more intimate and important 
sacrifice The impulse that prompts and constrains such sacrifice 
born master-word this religion.” This love uttered 
itself hymns joy and praise. Music and hymnody were inspired 
the new faith. Such music never before was heard and not now heard 
except where Christian faith found. Philosophy does not sing. Unbe- 
lief does not sing. scientific Positivism has conceivable utterance 

New Conception given Christianity Man’s Duty Man Pol- 
itics and Society next treated of. Childhood has been transfigured it, 
woman greatly elevated, the slave set free. has also wrought New 
Conception the Duties Nations toward each other. Instead the old 
relation hostility, there has sprung up, through the sense obligation 
unseen equities honored Christ,” relation alliances and 
reciprocating charities.” 

The Effect Christianity upon the Mental Culture Mankind next 
set forth with great wealth learning and convincing force. this lec- 
ture and the one following, the Moral Life Mankind, the volume rises 
its highest merit. regard the former topic the author says: Being 
the religion book with many authors, who wrote history, biography, 
legislation and prophecy, with maxims profound ethical wisdom, great 
arguments of. doctrine, spiritual rules for the shaping character, gnomic 
sayings containing vast riches thought,— has set the mind mankind, 
wherever its impact has into instant, various, and wide-ranging 
action.” 

The last topic discussed the Effect Christianity the World’s Hope 
Progress. Scepticism, like ancient paganism, pessimistic. the 
infidel the world grows daily darker. the missionary, toiling amid 
great difficulties and discouragements convert few souls Christianity 
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it,” and that future radiant with glory. 

The tenth lecture Review the Argument with Added Suggestions. 
Among these suggestions two are specially noteworthy: 

Christianity did not come natural development from any preceding 
religion. The uniqueness its operation and the separateness its 
results, shown history, are proof its entire separateness nature. 

those who witnessed them, the argument derived from the Historic Effects 
Christianity increasingly strong. Those effects form ‘‘the standing 
miracle Christendom,” and the religion which that must ascribed 
has growing prestige. 

Such the barest outline this crowning work Dr. Storrs. 
throughout candid and temperate tone, clear and brilliant style; and 
abounds passages rare eloquence. will take its place among the 
classics sacred oratory. 


John DeWitt, D.D., the Theological Seminary, New Brunswick, J.; 
member the American Old Testament Revision Company. Funk 
and Wagnalls, New York and London. 1884. (pp. xx. 219. 


$1.50. 

This new rendering the Psalter came out just before the appearance 
the Revised Version, not all rivalry with it, but ‘‘as revision less 
restricted than proposed the Anglo-American Revision and that shall 
always seek the most exact expression the cadences Hebrew song 
pure, rich, racy Saxon English the earliest Scholars will recog- 
nize this work most valuable exegetical help, and unprofessional read- 
ers will place joyfully among the companions their devotional hours. 
For such use the tasteful form which the publishers have sent forth 
especially adapted. 

the several general peculiarities claimed for this translation, the chief 
the use the English present tense represent the two principal Hebrew 
tense forms much more frequently than the Authorized Version. The 
increased use the present tense indeed characteristic the Revised 
Version, but not much Dr. DeWitt’s, and this improvement alone 
would sufficient justification for special version. Eight pages the 
preface are devoted very clear exposition the doctrine the Hebrew 
tenses now generally taught the basis Ewald and Driver. have 
here quarrel with Dr. DeWitt, who appears only expositor, and the 
conclusion which reaches indisputably true: but will always remain 
hard for many minds see how the fundamental conceptions complete 
and incomplete action explain the connotation the Hebrew tenses prac- 
tice, more rational basis for the facts usage and more obvious justi- 
fication Dr. DeWitt’s translations appear afforded the def- 
initions proposed Professor Ballantine article the October 
ica. Accordingly, should say that the perfect ‘‘expresses the mere predica- 
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tion fact” without regard and that the imperfect ‘‘connotes the act 
predicated following upon arising out known act situation af- 
airs.” These definitions amply justify the use the English present trans- 
lation, and they show that the carrying history so-called future 
cating the sequence events. 

The reader who begins with the preface will probably disappointed 
with the version. After distinct declaration independence from the 
restrictions the Revisers and large promise clear, strong, pure, rich, 
racy, Saxon English, one astonished find Dr. DeWitt’s version much 
like the Revision, often differing only substituting the margin, the 
American reading some equivalent synonym, for the text. But are 
delighted find itso. Here wholly unintentional but most signal trib- 
ute the perfection the Revision. scholar undoubted competence, 
expressly freeing himself from the weight popular prejudice which 
restricted the revisers, liberty express the exact shade thought 
the original poetry, satisfied with version more different from the 
standard than this. 

wish that some places Dr. DeWitt’s attempt had been little more 
ambitious. For instance, Ps. xcv. the Revised Version is: 

his hand are the deep places the earth, 
The heights the mountains are his also. 

Dr. DeWitt renders: 

whose hand are the depths the earth, 
And his are the treasures the mountains. 

This good example the way which the versions generally differ. 
They differ, not quality English, not theory all; but simply 
the productions scholars working independently under the same rules 
will accidentally differ. From the language the preface some attempt 
interpret more suggestively the pregnant expressions and 
would naturally have been expected. Still, the number 
places where better word used (as Ps. cvi. for wilder- 
ness;” young the flock” for sheep,” Ps. cxiv. very con- 
siderable. Any thorough-going strophic arrangement the Psalter must 
largely mechanical, Dr. like all the rest, and yet the mere sep- 
aration the parts, such psalm the ninety-first, sometimes lets 

flood light and seems almost like new rendering. That the Revisers 
have seldom admitted greatly regretted. 


THE PROPHECY JOEL: Its Unity, its Aim and the Age its Composition. 
William Pearson, A.M., Ph.D. Leipzig: Theodor Stauffer. 1885. 
(pp. 154. Paper. $1.00. 

The particular occasion this elaborate monograph, recanvassing the 
whole question the book Joel, the work Merx (Die Prophetie des 
Joel und ihre Ausleger, 1879), who places Joel 445 the comple- 
tion the second temple. Its chief object settle, possible, the 
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much disputed question whether Joel wrote before after the exile. The 
first part discusses the contents, unity, and aim Joel; the second part, 
did Joel live before after the exile? the third part, which pre-exilic age 
did Joel prophesy 

Dr. Pearson arrives the conclusion that the book original and unit. 
The locusts are not allegorical and probably came from the Syrian desert. 
the date led the position that are regard the historical 
books affording sufficient facts, indications, and hints which the age 
the prophet may determined, then probably Joel prophesied under Reho- 
boam (after 970). But some plundering the temple may 
assumed which the historians omitted make mention, then the reign 
Uzziah probable any period. 

This discussion invested with additional interest when seen that 
the Joel question (like many other questions) solidly bound together 
with the Pentateuchal question, and that the advocates the Graf hypoth- 
esis can scarcely avoid the necessity bringing Joel also down into the 
time Ezra. The painstaking thoroughness this work may excuse 
sort heaviness and occasional obscurity style, growing perhaps out 
the variety views noticed and the slightness materials upon 
which argument must based. another valuable addition that 
constructive biblical literature which the immoderation the recent higher 
critics has called out. 


DANIEL THE PROPHET Nine lectures delivered the Divinity School the 
University Oxford. With Copious Notes. the Rev. Pusey, 
D.D., Regius Professor Hebrew, and Canon Christ Church. New 
York: Funk and Wagnalls. 1885. (pp. 519. $3.00. 


THE MINOR PROPHETS, with Commentary, Explanatory and Practical, and 
Introductions the several books. the Rev. Pusey,D.D. Two 
vols. New York: Funk and Wagnalls. 1885. (pp. 427, 504. 
$3.00 each. 


Dr. Pusey’s commentaries have been before the public for twenty years 
more and their high character and value are too well known require 
any extended notice now. may not superfluous, however, assure 
theological students that they have not yet been superseded and that their 
fulness learning, sound sense, and deep piety still keep them the head 
the list authorities upon the prophets treated. this new, attractive, 
and cheap form, hope that they generally purchased gur 
clergy. 


with Notes and Introduction the Rev. Cheyne, A., 
D., late Fellow and Lecturer Balliol College, Oxford, and Rector 
Tendring, Essex. (The Cambridge Bible for Schools and Colleges.) Cam- 
bridge: the University Press. 1884. New York: Macmillan 


The general plan this series very excellent. present com- 
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pact and non-technical form the results the latest and most exact schol- 
arship. Dr. Cheyne’s thorough familiarity with the literature his subject 
and his critical acumen are well known. But feel less satisfied with 
this than with some his other work. There curious difference 
flavor this commentary Hosea and that his third edition Isaiah 
brought out the same year. The Isaiah above all things cautious, with 
growing tendency toward conservative positions. the Hosea the con- 
fident tone the most recent revolutionary prevails without 
reserve. Hosea the conduct Jehu different light from the 
writer Kings, 30” (p. The backsliding Israel ‘‘isnot 
traced, the older writers the Old Testament naively traced it, pecul- 
iar wickedness the primitive (p. Hosea more con- 
sistent, more outspoken, than Isaiah” (p. The references Hosea 
the New Testament, far they imply interpretations, would not all 
stand the test purely western criticism” (p. 38). Upon the much- 
abused passage iii. the children Israel shall abide many days 
without king, and without prince, and without sacrifice, and without 
image, and without ephod, and without teraphim; afterward shall the 
children Israel return and seek the Lord their God and David their 
etc.) Dr. Cheyne remarks (p. 60): ‘‘It follows from this passage Hosea 
that the worship Jehovah northern Israel presented features altogether 
alien the orthodox worship Jehovah according Law, and that Hosea 
raises protest against it. refers its suspension privation cor- 
responding and equally felt with that kings and princes.” And yet 
note the preceding verse Dr. Cheyne has just said: ‘‘Gomer lead 
quiet, secluded life; course cut short, and her conjugal inter- 
course may not resumed.” Why then not more natural, with Pusey, 
regard these ‘‘features altogether alien orthodox part 
the 

discussing the point whether the sorrows domestic life are 
understood historically allegorically, Dr. Pusey says: There 
ground justify our taking parable what Holy Scripture relates 
fact.” Dr. Cheyne replies: There must some plausible ground 
for the opinion rejected Dr. Pusey would not have commended itself 
the majority modern commentators. not all necessary infer- 
ence from the inspiration the Scriptures that the events described Hosea 
should historical; rather which comes itself the 
unbiassed reader who has any poetic insight” (p. 17). Now may seem 
captious, but feel this kind argument saturated with subtle ar- 
‘‘Intuition,” here used, can, the vocabulary exact 
psychology, mean only hasty, unconscious, and unverified induction. Here 
indeed leads result but that only fortunate accident. 
appeal intuition course closes all debate and consigns the objector 
the dunce block. this kind criticism that assigns Hosea the 
northern kingdom because the tone his piety warmer and more joy- 
ous than that which prevails the great Judahite prophets.” This intu- 
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itional criticism, which Ewald was incomparable master, has 
dangerous organon exegetical investigation. 


Book new Translation; with Critical Notes, Excursuses, 
Maps and Plans, and Illustrations. the Lowell Hebrew Club. Edited 
John Haley, M.A., author ‘‘Alleged Discrepancies the 
Bible,” and The Hereafter Sin.” Andover: Draper. 1885. 
(pp. 196. $1.50. 


hope that the excellent exaraple the four parish ministers who have 
prepared this scholarly and exhaustive commentary the book Esther, will 
widely influential for the sake the intellectual freshness the ministry 
and the churches, and for the sake biblical learning America. The 
difficult problem meeting the incessant demands keep- 
ing genuine, fruitful, scholarly work seems this case have been 
happily solved. Embracing introduction, new translation, notes, sixteen 
excursuses upon special topics, numerous illustrations, maps and diagrams, 
the work possesses unusual completeness. heartily commend all 
students the book Esther. 


HARMONY THE GOSPELS GREEK. Newly arranged, with 
Explanatory Notes. Edward Robinson, D.D., LL.D., lately Professor 
Biblical Literature Union Theological Seminary. Revised Edition, 
giving the Text Tischendorf, and Various Readings accepted Tre- 
gelles, Westcott, and Hort, and the Revised English Version 1881. 
With Additional Notes. Riddle, D.D., Professor New 


Testament Exegesis Hartford Theological Seminary. Boston: Hough- 
ton, Mifflin, and Company; New York: East Seventeenth Street 
Cambridge: The Riverside Press. 1885. (pp. xxvi. 273. $2.00. 


are glad welcome from the accomplished pen Dr. Riddle new 
edition Robinson’s Greek Harmony, for long has confirmed 
the opinion that Robinson’s arrangement the Gospels and his discussions 
the various apparent discrepancies are judicious that the book 
worthy permanent place Christian literature. About all that was 
needed was incorporate new edition the results recent textual 
criticism. This Dr. Riddle has done most satisfactory manner, giving 
foot-notes the principal authorities for the important changes the text. 
There are also many valuable additions the Notes. the light some 
recent assertions the contrary, the following emphatic testimony Dr. 
Riddle interesting: The longest and, many respects; most valuable 
note the Appendix,— that the Passover and the Last Supper (pp. 
56),— has been scarcely modified, and not much enlarged. Recent contro- 
versies have not, make bold say, rendered the positions unten- 
able his arguments antiquated (p. v.). 


THE PHILOSOPHY RALPH Study the True Intellectual 
System the Universe. Lowrey, A.M. New York: Phillips 
and Hunt. 1884. 


The contrast between the attention paid the philosophers Germany 


